UNIVERSITY  OF 

ILLINOIS  LIBRARY 

AT  URBANA-CHAMPAIGN 

ILL  HIST.  SURVEY 


Digitized  by  the  Internet  Archive 

in  2012  with  funding  from 

University  of  Illinois  Urbana-Champaign 


http://www.archive.org/details/reporttohonorablOOwexl 


W5HIJ" 


Rfi&^.   ,    A+ver 


STATE    OF    ILLINOIS     ) 


)SS 


COUNTY   OF   C    O   O    K    ) 


IN  THE  CRIMINAL  COURT  OF  COOK  COUNTY 


IN  THE  MATTER  OF  THE  APPOINTMENT  OF 
AN  ATTORNEY  AS  SPECIAL  STATE'S 
ATTORNEY  OF  COOK  COUNTY  TO  INVESTIGATE 
AND  PROSECUTE  ANY  AND  ALL  PERSONS 
AGAINST  WHOM  THERE  SHALL  APPEAR  TO  BE 
JUST  AND  REASONABLE  GROUNDS  TO  ESTABLISH 
GUILT  OF  CRIMINAL  OFFENSES  ARISING  OUT 
OF  THE  GENERAL  ELECTION  OF  NOVEMBER  8, 
1960,  THE  REGISTRATION  OF  THE  VOTERS 
THEREFOR  AND  THE  COMPILATION  AND  CAN- 
VASSING OF  THE  RETURNS  THEREOF,  AND  ACTS 
OR  CONDUCT  INCIDENTAL  THERETO,  AND  TO 
PROSECUTE  AND  DEFEND  ANY  CIVIL  CASES 
WHICH  IT  MAY  BE  HIS  DUTY  TO  PROSECUTE  AND 
DEFEND  ARISING  OUT  OF  THE  GENERAL  ELECTION 
OF  NOVEMBER  8,  1960. 


REPORT 

To  the  Honorable  Richard  B.  Austin 
Chief  Justice  of  the  Criminal  Court 
of  Cook  County 

APPOINTMENT 

On  December  16,  1960,  Chief  Justice  Richard  B.  Austin  of 
the  Criminal  Court  appointed  me  Special  State's  Attorney  of  Cook 
County  to  investigate  and  prosecute  election  irregularities  arising 
out  of  the  November  8,  1960,  election.   On  December  21,  1960,  I  was 
appointed  by  Judge  Thaddeus  V.  Adesko,  Judge  of  the  County  Court,  to 
investigate  and  prosecute  in  the  County  Court  election  irregularities 
arising  out  of  the  November  8,  1960,  election. 


■ 


STAFF 

After  my  appointment,  I  asked  various  individuals  to 
join  with  me  in  this  effort  to  investigate  and  prosecute  election 
irregularities.   More  than  twenty-six  persons  have  worked  together 
in  this  joint  effort.   Mr.  Warren  L.  Swanson  and  Mr.  Frank  A.  Karaba, 
attorneys,  have  devoted  all  their  time  and  energies  for  these  past 
four  months  to  this  project.   The  total  expenditures  of  money  by 
your  Special  State's  Attorney  for  expenses  as  of  the  date  of  the 
filing  of  this  report  is  $3,7  96.28.   This  sum  does  not  include 
attorneys  fees.   Mr.  Swanson,  Mr.  Karaba  and  I  have  received  no 
compensation  during  this  period. 

ELECTION  AUDITS 


The  aftermath  of  the  November  8,  1960,  election  was  a 
series  of  charges  and  countercharges  of  "fraud, "  "the  election 
being  stolen,"  and  numerous   "election  irregularities."   After  my 
appointment,  I  resolved  to  make  available  to  the  public,  the  press, 
the  political  parties  and  civic  organizations,  an  "audit"  setting 
forth  the  facts  as  to  these  charges  and  countercharges.   It  is 
my  hope  that,  by  setting  forth  the  facts  in  an  "election  audit, " 
a  vigilant  public  and  vigilant  press  may  judge  the  truth  of  the 
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charges  and  countercharges .   It  is  my  hope  also  that  the  "November  8, 
I960,  election  audit"  will  be  the  basis  for  future  audits  of  all 
major  elections.   I  believe  that  audits  of  election  should  be  made 
part  of  the  regular  election  system,  so  that  all  persons  and  officials 
will  know  that  their  acts  and  conduct  will  be  reviewed. 

A  major  difficulty  in  the  "November  8,  1960,  election 
audit"  was  to  obtain  all  claims  and  allegations  of  election  irre- 
gularities.  In  an  effort  to  obtain  all  facts  and  claims  as  to 
irregularities,  we  examined  newspaper  clippings;  we  contacted  the 
newspapers,  urging  them  to  forward  material  to  us?  we  met  with 
public  officials;  we  wrote  letters  to  each  of  the  Republican  and 
Democratic  ward  committeemen  and  township  committeemen;  we 
received  information  from  political  and  civic  organizations;  and 
we  asked  the  attorneys  of  the  Adamowski — Ward  recount  lawsuit  to 
forward  claims  to  us. 

After  obtaining  all  the  allegations,  charges  and 
countercharges,  we  established  the  following  procedure  for  the 
"November  8,  1960,  election  audit": 

1.   We  collected  all  claims  of  election  irregularities 
from  all  sources.   The  allegations  were  accepted  without  screening 
as  to  competency,  relevancy,  value,  or  reliability. 
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2.  All  of  the  allegations  were  organized  and  classified 
into  categories . 

3.  All  the  claims  were  screened  to  determine  whether 
the  allegations  were  sufficient  to  warrant  investigation. 

4.  If  the  allegations  warranted  further  investigation, 
we  examined  all  supporting  documentary  records . 

5.  After  we  obtained  all  documents  and  records  we 
made  a  field  investigation. 

6.  We  obtained  from  our  investigators  reports  of 
interviews . 

7 .  The  documentary  records  and  the  field  investigation 
reports  were  then  reviewed  by  the  legal  research  staff. 

8.  The  documentary  records,  field  investigation,  and 
legal  research  was  then  submitted  to  the  attorneys  for  analysis 
and  judgment  as  to  violations  of  election  laws. 

9.  A  decision  was  then  made  between  indictment,  contempt, 
and  no  action. 

All  allegations,  claims,  records,  documents,  statements  of  inter- 
views, have  been  preserved  to  be  made  a  permanent  record  for  this 
audit  and  for  future  audits. 
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In  the  course  of  the  election  audit  we  examined  1,367  precincts. 
There  are  5,199  precincts  in  Cook  County.   There  were  more  than 
2,500,000  votes  cast  in  the  November  8,  1960,  election.   We 
interviewed  thousands  of  persons  who  participated  in  the  election. 
To  the  best  of  my  knowledge,  all  allegations  made  available  to  me 
have  been  audited,  investigated,  and  are  herewith  reported.  During 
the  November  8,  1960,  election  audit  we  established  the  following 
categories : 

Voting  Machine  Miscount  Audit 

Paper  Ballot  Miscount  Audit 

Suspect  Voter  Audit 

Unqualified  Voter  Audit 

Improper  Influence  of  Voters  Audit 

Other  Irregularities  Audit 

VOTING  MACHINE  MISCOUNT  AUDIT 

We  examined  the  tally  sheets  which  had  been  prepared  by 
the  Board  of  Election  Commissioners  and  the  County  Clerk  during 
the  discovery  recheck  of  all  of  the  voting  machines  after  the 
November  8,  1960,  election.   This  recheck  was  made  in  the  presence 
of  a  Republican  and  a  Democratic  watcher. 
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We  compared  these  recheck  tally  sheets  with  the  voting 
machine  return  and  tally  sheet  prepared  by  the  election  judges 
during  the  November  8,  I960,  election.   Where  a  discrepancy 
appeared  between  the  discovery  recheck  and  the  judges'  tally  sheet 
figures,  we  examined  the  precinct  records  (Envelope  47)  and 
obtained  the  names  and  addresses  of  the  election  judges,  watchers, 
challengers  and  police  officers.   We  also  obtained  all  affidavits 
executed  by  voters  whose  qualifications  were  challenged  or  whose 
names  did  not  appear  in  the  precinct  binder.   We  then  interviewed 
the  election  judges,  the  police  officers,  the  party  workers  and 
watchers  who  were  present  at  the  polling  place . 

The  method  provided  by  law  for  recording  the  voting 
machine  figures  on  the  judges'  return  and  tally  sheet  is  as  follows 
(1)    Two  judges  of  opposite  political  parties  tally  on 

separate  return  sheets  the  votes  for  each  candidate 
as  called  by  one  judge.   The  other  two  judges  stay 
with  the  judge  calling  out  the  vote  count  and 
observe  the  counters.   Each  judge  at  the  tally 
sheet  repeats  the  figure  as  it  is  called  from  the 
counter. 
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(2)  All  absentee  ballots  are  counted  and  then  recorded 
on  the  tally  sheet  under  the  totals  for  the  voting 
machine.  A  judge  then  proclaims  the  total  vote  of 
each  candidate . 

(3)  After  the  proclamation  the  judge  who  initially 
called  the  figures  from  the  counters  takes  his 
place  at  one  of  the  tally  sheets  and  one  of  the 
judges  of  the  opposite  political  party  who  tallied 
during  the  first  count  takes  his  place  at  the  voting 
machine  counters.   The  two  judges  rechecking  the 
tally  sheets  exchange  them  and  the  other  two  judges 
again  observe  the  recheck  of  the  voting  machine.  As 
each  figure  is  called,  the  judges  checking  the  tally 
sheets  repeat  each  figure.   If  an  error  is  discovered 
it  is  corrected. 

(4)  As  a  third  and  final  check  all  of  the  judges  together 
take  one  of  the  tally  sheets  and  compare  the  figures 
on  the  voting  machine  counter  with  those  recorded  on 
the  tally  sheet.   All  the  judges  compare  that  tally 
sheet  with  the  second  tally  sheet  so  that  the  totals 
are  the  same . 
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The  voting  machine  election  audit  established  that  in 

seven  precincts  there  were  complementary  errors  by  the  judges  in 

reading  and  recording  the  figures  on  the  voting  machine.   An 

overcount  was  shown  for  one  candidate  and  this  was  coupled  with  an 

undercount  for  that  candidate's  opponent.   For  example,  in  Ward  4, 

Precinct  18,  one  machine  was  misread  as  follows: 

Judge's  reading  of       Number  of  votes 
President  votes  on  machine  on  machine 

Kennedy  197  167 

Nixon 

Sec.  of  State 


McLaughlin  100  153 

Carpentier  75  28 

Auditor 

Howlett  17  8  152 

Smith 

State's  Attorney 

Ward 

Adamowski  10  27 
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In  Ward  29,  Precinct  28,  the  judges  misread  a  machine 
as  follows: 


President 


Judges'  Reading  Correct  Reading 


Kennedy  200  171 

Nixon  7  0  96 

Secretary  of  State 

McLaughlin  204  161 

Carpentier  65  98 

Auditor 

Howlett  202  164 

Smith  67  91 

State's  Attorney 

Ward  202  162 

Adamowski  7  0  97 
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In  thirty-two  precincts  one  of  the  voting  machine  figures 
was  misread.   For  example,  in  Ward  3,  Precinct  9,  the  judges  recorded 
4  for  Nixon  when  the  machine  showed  44 .   In  Ward  3,  Precinct  62,  the 
judges  recorded  7  for  Ward  when  the  machine  showed  207 . 

In  four  precincts  the  totals  of  the  voting  machines  and 
absentee  ballots  were  added  incorrectly.   For  example,  in  Ward  46, 
Precinct  9,  the  judges  added  the  voting  machine  totals  so  that 
Michael  Howlett  received  159  rather  than  259. 

In  twenty-eight  precincts  we  audited  allegations  of  voting 
machine  irregularities.   For  example,  in  Ward  7,  Precinct  17,  we 
received  an  allegation  that  there  was  an  overcast  of  2  votes  on 
the  machine.   Our  investigation  disclosed  that  the  judges  had  to 
clear  the  voting  machine  to  correct  "jams"  two  times  during  the  day, 
thus  resulting  in  the  overcast. 

In  Ward  42,  Precinct  19,  we  received  the  following  allega- 
tion from  the  United  States  District  Attorney: 

"Sonny  Ross,  102  E.  Chestnut  St.  alleged  that  all  the 
votes  on  the  machine  were  being  cast  for  Democrats. 
Sonny  Ross  said  no  matter  who  pushed  the  button  or 
pulled  the  lever,  all  the  ballots  were  cast  for  the 
Democrats . " 
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Our  investigation  disclosed  the  votes  recorded  as  follows: 


Kennedy 

95 

Nixon 

307 

Kerner 

119 

Stratton 

277 

Ward 

95 

Adamowski 

304 

PAPER  BALLOT  MISCOUNT  AUDIT 

We  examined  the  tally  sheets  which  had  been  prepared  by 
the  Board  of  Election  Commissioners  and  the  County  Clerk  during  the 
discovery  recheck  of  all  of  the  paper  ballots  after  the  November  8, 
1960,  election.   These  paper  ballots  were  recounted  in  the  presence 
of  a  Republican  and  a  Democratic  watcher. 

We  compared  these  recheck  tally  sheets  with  the  tally 
sheets  prepared  by  the  election  judges  during  the  November  8,  I960, 
election.   Where  a  discrepancy  appeared  between  the  discovery  recheck 
and  the  judges'  tally  sheet,  we  examined  the  precinct  records 
(Envelope  47)  and  obtained  the  names  and  addresses  of  the  election 
judges,  watchers,  challengers  and  police  officers.   We  also  obtained 
all  affidavits  executed  by  voters  whose  qualifications  were  challenged 
or  whose  names  did  not  appear  in  the  precinct  binder.   We  then  inter- 
viewed the  election  judges,  the  police  officers,  the  party  workers 
and  watchers  who  were  present  at  the  polling  place . 
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The  method  provided  by  law  for  tallying  paper  ballots  is 
as  follows: 

(1)  The  judges,  after  reconciling  the  number  of 
ballots  with  applications,  separate  all  the 
straight  Democratic  ballots  and  straight  Republican 
ballots  from  the  split  ballots.  Each  judge  examines 
the  pile  of  straight  Democratic  and  straight 
Republican  ballots  to  determine  that  they  are, 

in  fact,  straight. 

(2)  One  judge  takes  one  pile  of  straight  ballots  and 
counts  out  a  group  of  ten.   He  hands  this  group 
to  another  judge  who  again  counts  the  ballots  to 
determine  there  are  ten.   This  judge  hands  them 

to  a  third  judge  who  again  counts  them  to  determine 
there  are  ten.   After  all  the  straight  ballots  for 
that  party  have  been  counted  in  this  manner,  the 
two  tally  judges  proclaim  the  straight  votes  for 
the  party.   The  same  procedure  is  followed  to  count 
the  straight  ballots  for  the  other  party. 

(3)  Each  split  ballot  is  separately  examined  by  one 
judge  sitting  between  two  of  the  other  judges  who 
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observe  each  ballot.   The  judge  calls  out  the 
vote  by  name  and  office,  and  the  two  tally  judges 
record  each  vote. 
(4)   After  all  the  ballots  are  counted  and  totalled,  the 
tally  judges  compare  their  tallies,  and  if  they 
agree,  the  judges  proclaim  the  vote. 

The  paper  ballot  audit  established  that  in  fifteen 
precincts  there  was  a  substantial  non-complementary  miscount  of 
the  ballots  for  one  or  more  of  the  candidates.   An  overcount  or 
undercount  was  recorded  for  one  of  the  candidates  while  the  ballots 
for  that  candidate's  opponent  appeared  to  be  correctly  counted. 

Examples  follow: 

Proviso  Township 
Precinct  44 


Judges'  Count  Recheck  Count 


President 


Kennedy  268  266 

Nixon  349  345 

Auditor 

Howlett  264  265 

Smith  341  340 

State's  Attorney 

Ward  253  252 

Adamowski  *259  *359 
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Ward  15  -  Precinct  13 


President 


Judges'  Count  Recheck  Count 


Kennedy  *230  *296 

Nixon  17  5  17  6 

Secretary  of  State 

McLaughlin  207  231 

Carpentier  222  226 

Auditor 

Howlett  226  277 

Smith  161  170 

State's  Attorney 

Ward  224  223 

Adamowski  200  247 
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In  thirty -two  precincts  there  were  substantial  comple- 
mentary miscounts  for  one  of  the  candidates  or  one  of  the  political 
parties .   An  overcount  or  undercount  for  a  candidate  or  party 
was  coupled  with  an  undercount  for  that  candidate's  opponent  or 
for  the  opposite  party. 


Cicero 
Precinct  64 


President 


Judges'  Count  Recheck  Count 


Kennedy  *152  *180 

Nixon  *271  *243 

Secretary  of  State 

McLaughlin  118  125 

Carpentier  290  291 

Auditor 

Howlett  135  145 

Smith  258  262 

State's  Attorney 

Ward  122  130 

Adamowski  288  286 
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Ward  29  -  Precinct  7 

Judges'  Count  Recheck  Count 

President 

Kennedy  334  293 

Nixon  43  83 

Secretary  of  State 

McLaughlin  332  267 

Carpentier  41  104 

Auditor 

Howie tt  327  287 

Smith  39  82 

State's  Attorney 

Ward  381  27  0 

Adamowski  40  101 

We  examined  815  additional  precincts.   In  each  of  these 
there  was  an  error  of  one  or  more  votes  for  one  or  more  of  the 
candidates.   There  are  a  total  of  906  paper  ballot  precincts  in 
Cook  County . 

We  are  continuing  to  investigate  three  precincts  where 
paper  ballots  may  have  been  altered  or  marked  after  they  were 
deposited  in  the  ballot  box. 
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SUSPECT  VOTER  AUDIT 

We  received  from  Francis  X.  Connell,  Republican  County 
Chairman,  a  list  of  approximately  1,000  names  of  persons  listed 
on  precinct  poll  lists.   The  poll  lists  are  drawn  up  from  the 
precinct  binders  which  contain  registration  cards  of  voters  duly 
registered  to  vote  in  the  given  precinct.   Campaign  literature 
had  been  mailed  to  those  persons  on  December  9,  1960;  those  letters 
had  been  returned  to  the  sender  with  the  notation  of  "no  such 
number,"  "moved,"  "unclaimed,"  "not  here,"  "unknown,"  or  "deceased." 
We  checked  those  persons,  others  with  similar  names,  and  members  of 
families  listed  in  the  following  manner: 

(1)  We  examined  the  applications  filed  in  those 
precincts  to  determine  if  the  suspect  voted. 

(2)  Where  we  determined  that  the  suspect  did  not  vote, 
i.e.,  did  not  file  an  application,  we  conducted 
no  further  investigation  with  respect  to  that 
person. 

(3)  Where  the  suspect  did  file  an  application,  we  took 
two  additional  steps  with  respect  to  that  person: 
(a)   We  compared  the  signature  on  the  application 

with  the  signature  in  the  binder. 
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(b)   We  conducted  a  field  investigation  to  determine 
if  the  suspect  resided  at  the  given  address  on 
November  8,  I960,  and,  if  he  no  longer  resided 
there,  when  he  moved.   If  his  signature  did 
not  resemble  the  one  on  file  in  the  binder,  we 
sought  out  the  voter  to  determine  if  he  voted 
at  the  election. 
The  law  provides  that  a  voter  must  have  resided  in  the 
state  one  year,  the  county  ninety  days,  and  the  precinct  thirty 
days  preceding  an  election. 

We  investigated  56  precincts  and  1,013  suspects.   Of  the 
1,013  suspects,  594  did  not  file   applications  to  vote.   The 
remainder  of  419  persons  did  file  applications  to  vote.   Of  this 
number:  139  still  resided  at  the  address  listed  from  which  they 
voted;  95  moved  after  the  November  8,  1960,  election;  47  moved  at 
an  undetermined  time;  28  moved  at  a  time  prior  to  the  November  8, 
1960,  election;  and  we  were  unable  to  locate  110  at  the  address 
listed  on  the  applications. 

Of  the  1,013  suspects,  59%  did  not  file  applications; 
41%  did  file  applications.   Of  the  419  persons  who  did  file 
applications  to  vote,  33%  were  found  to  reside  at  the  given  address; 
23%  moved  after  the  election;  11%  moved  at  an  undetermined  time; 
7%  moved  prior  to  the  election;  and  26%  we  were  unable  to  locate. 
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Thus,  it  can  be  seen  that  of  the  1,013  suspects  investi- 
gated by  us,  at  most  185,  or  18%,  of  the  total  are  questionable 
voters.   On  the  basis  of  our  investigative  experience,  we  believe 
that  a  number  of  these  185  questionable  voters  are  in  fact  residents 
of  the  precinct  or  resided  in  the  precinct  on  November  8,  1960. 
The  areas  in  which  these  persons  voted  are  transient,  involving 
high  population  turnover,  and  present  difficult  investigative 
problems  because  of  the  reluctance  of  the  residents  to  disclose 
information. 


UNQUALIFIED  VOTERS  AUDIT 

We  received  allegations  that  persons  were  permitted  to 
vote  who  were  not  qualified  to  vote.   In  those  cases,  as  well  as 
situations  which  were  disclosed  by  a  record  examination  conducted 
on  our  own  initiative,  we  made  the  following  investigation  to 
determine  whether  unqualified  persons  voted. 

(1)  We  examined  the  applications  of  the  precinct  to 
determine  if  the  suspect  filed  an  application  to 
vote . 

(2)  Where  the  suspect  did  not  file  an  application,  we 
conducted  no  further  investigation  with  respect  to 
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that  person,  inasmuch  as  it  appeared  that  he  did 
not  vote . 
(3)   If  the  suspect  did  file  an  application,  we  then 
checked  his  name  against  the  binder,  the  poll 
list,  and  the  supplemental  register  of  qualified 
and  nonqualified  voters,  and  we  conducted  a  field 
investigation  to  determine  if  the  suspect  resided 
at  the  given  address  on  November  8,  1960,  and  if 
he  no  longer  resided  there,  when  he  moved. 

The  law  provides  that  the  election  judges  should  permit 
a  person  to  vote  only  if  (a)  he  has  a  card  bearing  his  signature 
in  the  binder,  or  (b)  if  his  name  appears  on  the  poll  list  but  not 
in  the  binder,  provided  that  he  executes  a  Form  11  affidavit  stating 
he  resides  in  the  precinct  and  two  of  his  neighbors  sign  supporting 
affidavits.   A  person  who  is  not  in  the  binder  and  not  on  the 
poll  list  is  not  eligible  to  vote. 

As  shown  in  the  following  table,  unqualified  persons 
were  permitted  to  vote  in  thirty -six  precincts: 
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In  those  thirty -six  precincts: 

(a)  134  persons  voted  whose  names  were  not  in  the 
binder  and  not  on  the  poll  list. 

(b)  77  persons  voted  who  were  not  in  the  binder,  on 
the  poll  list,  but  who  executed  no  Form  11 
affidavits . 

(c)  52  persons  voted  who  were  not  in  the  binder,  were 
on  the  poll  list  and  were  on  the  not  qualified  to 
vote  list. 

The  total  number  of  unqualified  persons  who  voted  in 
these  36  precincts  was  263.   Our  field  investigation  disclosed 
that  177  still  reside  at  their  given  address  in  the  precinct;  13 
did  not  reside  in  the  precinct  and  we  were  unable  to  locate  these 
persons;   and  73  persons  could  not  be  located.   Thus,  177  of  the 
263  unqualified  voters,  or  67%,  still  reside  at  the  given  address 
in  the  precinct,  and  86  unqualified  voters,  or  33%,  either  did  not 
reside  in  the  precinct  or  could  not  be  located.   2,504,447  persons 
voted  in  Cook  County  on  November  8,  1960. 

In  eighty-three  audited  precincts  the  charges  of 
unqualified  persons  voting  were  investigated  and  found  in  most 
cases  to  be  without  merit.   For  example,  in  Ward  5,  Precinct  14, 
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the  District  Attorney's  Office  informed  us  of  general  allegations 
of  ghost  voters  and  improper  assistance.   We  sent  telegrams  to  the 
informants  on  February  14,  1961.   We  have  been  unable  to  contact 
one  of  them.   The  other  appeared  in  the  office  on  February  16, 
1961,  and  stated  that  prior  to  November  8,  1960,  he  received 
several  pieces  of  mail  containing  campaign  literature  addressed 
to  a  man  and  his  wife  who  did  not  live  there.   He  did  not  remember 
the  names  of  the  parties  to  whom  the  letter  was  addressed,  nor  does 
he  know  whether  those  persons  lived  in  another  apartment  in  the 
building.   He  does  not  remember  what  he  did  with  the  letters  and  he 
thinks  he  probably  threw  them  away.   He  does  not  know  anyone  else 
in  the  building.   He,  in  fact,  does  not  reside  in  the  14th  Precinct 
in  the  5th  Ward,  but  in  the  15th  Precinct  of  the  5th  Ward.   He 
advised  us  that  after  he  read  in  the  newspaper  that  the  United 
States  Attorney  invited  persons  with  information  relating  to 
elections  to  contact  him,  he  called  the  United  States  Attorney's 
Office,  told  them  he  received  this  mail  and  this  is  the  basis  of 
the  allegation  about  ghost  voters. 

In  Ward  4,  Precinct  69,  it  was  charged  that  one  person 
voted  twice.   Our  investigation  disclosed  that  there  were  two 
persons  (father  and  son)  with  the  same  name.   It  was  also  charged 
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that  applications  were  forged  for  seven  voters.   Our  investigators 
contacted  each  of  those  seven  and  determined  that  each  of  them  voted 

In  Ward  6,  Precinct  35,   it  was  alleged  that  two  persons 
who  voted  were  not  qualified  to  vote  because  they  had  moved  prior 
to  November  8,  1960.  Our  investigation  determined  that  the  voters 
are  the  owners  of  the  building  at  the  given  address  and  that  they 
lived  there  on  November  8,  1960. 
IMPROPER  INFLUENCE  OF  VOTERS  AUDIT 

We  conducted  this  audit  on  the  basis  of  information  that 
efforts  were  made  to  influence  unlawfully  the  voters'  choice  of 
candidates.   The  influence  alleged  included  offers  of  unlawful 
inducements  to  affect  the  voters'  choice;   unlawfully  ascertaining 
how  persons  voted;   improper  assistance  of  voters  by  the  judges; 
unlawful  instruction  in  the  use  of  the  voting  machine  or  in  the 
casting  of  paper  ballots;  and  unlawful  electioneering. 

Vote  Buying.  In  twelve  precincts  we  investigated 
allegations  of  vote  buying.   For  example,  in  Ward  16,  Precinct  59, 
the  Republican  precinct  captain  alleged  that  the  Democratic 
precinct  captain  was  buying  votes.   We  interviewed  the  Republican 
precinct  captain  on  February  16,  1961,  and  we  again  interviewed 
him  on  March  24,  1961.   He  had  no  information  as  to  whose  vote  was 
purchased  nor  did  he  supply  any  information  concerning  any  indivi- 
dual who  received  any  money. 
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In  Ward  20,  Precinct  6,  the  Democratic  precinct  captain 
sought  to  induce  persons  to  exercise  the  right  to  vote  by  offering 
them  a  reward  of  a  drawing  with  prizes  if  they  voted.   Many  of  the 
voters  upon  entering  the  polling  place  had  the  coupons  in  their 
hands  and  asked  the  judges  where  to  deposit  these  coupons.   After 
the  polls  closed  the  judges  participated  in  a  drawing  in  which  slabs 
of  bacon  and  hams  were  given  to  voters  who  held  lucky  tickets.   We 
interviewed  forty  persons  concerning  their  knowledge  of  this  activity 

Observing  the  Voter.   In  three  precincts  we  investigated 
allegations  that  the  secrecy  of  the  ballot  was  violated  by  persons 
observing  how  the  voter  cast  his  vote.   For  example,  in  Ward  35, 
Precinct  40,  the  evening  before  the  election  a  precinct  captain  and 
two  of  his  assistants  were  permitted  by  the  judges  to  place  the 
voting  machine  so  as  to  permit  them  to  observe  the  inside  of  the 
machine  while  votes  were  being  cast.   The  front  of  the  machine 
faced  the  rear  of  the  polling  place  and  was  not  opposite  the  table 
where  the  judges  were  to  be  seated  during  the  day.   The  arrangement 
was  made  with  the  knowledge  and  consent  of  some  of  the  judges. 
On  election  day  party  workers  were  in  a  position  to  observe  the 
manner  in  which  persons  cast  their  vote  within  the  machine. 
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Improper  Assistance.   In  twenty-one  precincts  we 
investigated  allegations  that  voters  were  improperly  assisted  in 
the  use  of  the  voting   machine  or  in  casting  the  paper  ballots. 
Allegations  were  made  that  voters  were  given  assistance  who  were 
neither  illiterate  nor  physically  disabled  and  therefore  not 
entitled  to  such  assistance,  or  that  voters  were  assisted  who  did 
not  execute  affidavits  attesting  to  their  illiteracy  or  physical 
incapacity,  or  that  the  assistance  was  furnished  by  one  judge  rather 
than  by  two  judges  as  required  by  law. 

We  determined  whether  the  persons  to  whom  assistance 
was  furnished: 

(a)  were  illiterate  or  physically  incapacitated;  and 

(b)  had  executed  an  assisted  voter's  affidavit 

(Form  2)  ;  and 

(c)  had  received  assistance  from  two  judges  of  opposite 
political  parties. 

Unlawful  Instruction.   In  fifty-eight  precincts  we 
investigated  allegations  that  voters  were  not  properly  instructed 
in  the  use  of  the  voting  machine  or  in  casting  the  paper  ballots. 
Allegations  were  made  that  instruction  was  given  which  was  biased 
toward  one  party  or  candidate;  that  no  instruction  was  offered 
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until  after  a  voter  had  entered  the  machine;  that  the  method  of 
splitting  a  ballot  was  not  demonstrated;  that  instruction  was  given 
on  the  machine  rather  than  on  the  model;  or  that  voters  who  encountered 
difficulty  after  entering  the  machine  were  instructed  by  one  rather 
than  two  judges  who  often  remained  present  while  the  vote  was  cast. 
We  investigated  these  allegations  to  determine  whether  instruction 
was  given  fairly  and  in  accordance  with  law. 

Electioneering .   In  twenty -four  precincts,  we  received 
reports  of  watchers  that  electioneering  occurred  within  the 
polling  place  or  within  100  feet  of  its  entrance. 

OTHER  IRREGULARITIES  AUDIT 

We  reviewed  the  following  allegations: 

In  9  precincts,  the  judges  did  not  adequately  compare 
signatures  on  the  voters'  applications  with  those  on  the  registration 
cards  in  the  binder. 

In  4  precincts,  the  proper  procedure  was  not  observed 
in  computing  and  recording  the  vote  count. 

In  13  precincts,  it  was  alleged  that  a  greater  number 
of  votes  were  counted  than  the  number  of  applications  received. 

In  22  precincts,  there  were  allegations  concerning  improper 
canvass  of  the  precincts  prior  to  the  November  8,  1960,  election. 
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In  3  precincts,  there  were  duplicate  registration  cards 
in  the  binder. 

In  12  precincts,  the  judges  pre-intialled  the  ballots, 
failed  to  post  a  sample  ballot,  or  permitted  the  voter  to  deposit 
his  own  ballot  in  the  ballot  box. 

In  7  precincts,  the  polling  place  was  inadequate. 

In  68  precincts,  the  watchers'  reports  indicate  that  no 
irregularities  occurred  during  the  election. 

CONCLUSION 

This  "election  audit  procedure"  is  the  first  analytical 
approach  to  election  irregularities.   It  is  hoped  that  the  criteria 
and  procedures  established  by  this  election  audit  will  be  perfected 
and  will  be  the  basis  for  future  audits  after  every  major  election. 
This  audit  should  be  made  part  of  the  regular  election  system,  so 
that  all  officials  involved  in  the  election  process  will  know  that 
review  will  be  made  of  their  acts  and  conduct.   This  continuing 
audit  will  raise  the  standards  of  officials  involved  in  the  election 
process . 
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On  Friday,  April  14,  1961,  at  10:00  A.M.,  I  shall  appear 
before  Judge  Thaddeus  V.  Adesko,  Judge  of  the  County  Court,  and  file 
petitions  for  rules  to  show  cause  why  certain  persons  should  not  be 
held  in  contempt  of  court  and  punished  for  their  acts  of  misbehavior 
and  misconduct. 

Respectfully  submitted, 


Morrls'/j.  Wexler 
Special  (s/ate* s  Attorney 


Dated:   April  13,  1961 
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DISPOSITION  OF  CASES  IN  COUNTY 
COURT  SINCE  1951. 


The  following  is  a  summary  of  the  disposition  of 
cases  involving  Election  Judges  in  the  County  Court  since 
195i: 

People  ex  rel  Rusch  vs.  Rosenbaum,  (No. 143743) 
(1953).  The  Judges  were  charged  with  illegal  assistance 
and  miscounting  paper  ballots.  Three  of  the  Judges  were 
discharged;  one  was  not  apprehended;  and  one  was  fined  $200.00, 

People  ex  rel  Rusch  vs.  Roebuck  (No.  143744)  (1953). 
The  Judges  were  charged  with  permitting  one  hundred  forged 
applications  for  ballots.   One  Judge  was  fined  $250.00.   Two 
Judges  were  fined  $100.00  each.   Two  Judges  were  not  appre- 
hended. 

People  ex  rel  Rusch  vs.  Engstrom  (No.  143745) 
(1953).   The  Judges  were  charged  with  using  a  voting  machine, 
not  in  proper  working  order,  and  making  a  false  return  of  the 
count.   Two  Judges  were  discharged;  two  were  fined  $200.00; 
and  one  was  fined  $50.00. 

People  ex  rel  Rusch  vs.  Glass  (No.  143746)  (1953). 
The  Judges  were  charged  with  illegal  assistance  and  miscount- 
ing of  paper  ballots.   Three  Judges  were  found  guilty  and 
fined  $50.00  each;  two  Judges  were  discharged. 

People  ex  rel  Rusch  vs.  Stein  (No.  143747)  (1953). 
The  Judges  were  charged  with  miscounting  paper  ballots.   Three 
Judges  were  found  guilty  and  fined  $50.00;  two  Judges  were 
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discharged. 

People  vs.  Seawood  (No.  155^04) (1958) .   The 
Judges  were  charged  with  permitting  illegal  voting  and 
an  overcast  of  ballots  over  applications.  Three  of  the 
Judges  were  found  not  guilty;  and  two  Judges  were  fined 
$250.00. 

People  ex  rel  Rusch  vs.  Maners  (No.  15^461) 
(1958).  The  Judges  were  charged  with  permitting  illegal 
voting,  double  voting,  and  miscounting  the  votes.   Three 
Judges  were  found  guilty  and  were  sentenced  to  nine  months 
in  jail  and  $1000.00  fine;  two  Judges  were  not  apprehended. 

People  vs.  Mac is  (No.  156227)  (1958).   The  Judges 
were  charged  with  permitting  seventy-five  forged  applications 
to  be  filed  and  voted.   Four  were  found  guilty  and  fined 
$100.00  and  ordered  never  to  serve  as  Election  Officials 
again;  one  was  discharged. 

People  ex  rel  Przyblinski  vs.  Scott  (No.  58C152) 
(1958).   This  case  was  reversed  on  appeal  and  is  awaiting 
retrial. 

People  vs.  Binion  (No.  59  Co.1083)  (1959).   This 
respondent  pleaded  guilty  and  received  a  ten  day  County  Jail 
sentence. 

Four  other  cases  were  held  over  to  the  Grand  Jury; 
and  two  others  were  dismissed  for  want  of  prosecution. 
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SOURCES  OF  INFORMATION: 

The  following  persons  and  sources  were  contacted  to  obtain 
information  in  regard  to  election  irregularities: 

1.  Newspapers :  We  sought  to  obtain  all  newspaper 

clippings  relevant  to  the  November  8, 
1960,  election.   These  clippings  served  as  a  source  for  many 
of  the  initial  leads  as  to  irregularities.   We  also  sent 
letters  requesting  information  to  the  Chicago  American,  Chicago 
Daily  News,  Chicago  Tribune  and  the  Sun  Times. 

2.  Public  Officials:       The  following  public  officials  were 

contacted  to  obtain  information: 

Robert  Tieken,  United  States  District  Attorney,  Northern 

District  of  Illinois. 

Roy  Schiff,  Minority  Counsel  of  the  Senate  Sub-committee  on 
Privileges  and  Elections. 

Edward  J.  Barrett,  Clerk  of  the  County  Court. 

Sidney  Holzman,  John  Daly  and  Marie  Suthers,  Board  of 
Election  Commissioners  and 

James  Murphy,  attorney  for  the  Board  of  Election  Commissioners. 

3.  Political  Leaders:      Eighty  Republican  Ward  Committeemen 

and  Township  Committeemen  of  Cook  County 
Eighty  Democratic  Ward  Committeemen  and  Township   Committeemen 
of  Cook  County. 
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4  .    political  and  Civic  Organizations: 

Committee  on  Honest  Elections:   Frank  Durham,  David  H.  Brill, 

Mrs.  Helen  Fargher,  Mrs.  Robert  L.  Hunter,  Willard  Ayres, 

John  Weicher. 

Joint  Civic  Committee  on  Elections:   George  Baker,  Allen  Kidson 

North  Side  Honest  Election  Committee:   Homer  Hargrave,  Jr. 

Republican  Minute  Men:    Robert  Wieczorowski . 

Nixon  Recount  Committee:  William  Harrison  Fetridge,  George  H. 

Dapples . 

Republican  National  Committee:   Mrs.  C.  Wayland  Brooks. 

Republican  Central  Committee  of 

Cook  County:  Francis  X.  Connell,  Frank  Ferlic. 

5 .   Adamowski  vs.  Ward  Recount  Suit: 

Elroy  C.  Sandquist,  Attorney  for  Benjamin  S.  Adamowski 
Ralph  Berkowitz,     Attorney  for  Benjamin  S.  Adamowski 
Benj  amin  S .  Adamowski 
Arthur  A.  Sullivan,  Attorney  for  Daniel  P.  Ward. 
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An  investigation  of  voting  machine  irregularities  was  made 
in  the  following  manner: 

(1)  The  tally  sheets  which  had  been  prepared  by  the  Board 
of  Election  Commissioners  during  the  discovery  recheck  following  the 
November  8th  election  were  obtained  by  our  office  and  examined. 

(2)  The  voting  machine  returns  and  tally  sheets  prepared 
by  the  election  Judges  during  the  November  8th  election  were  obtained, 
A  comparison  was  made  between  the  Judges'  tally  sheets  and  the  discov- 
ery recheck  tally  sheets . 

(3)  We  examined  the  records  of  the  Board  of  Election 
Commissioners  and  the  County  Clerk  for  each  precinct  in  which  there 
was  a  variance  between  the  Judges'  tally  sheet  and  the  discovery 
recheck  tally  sheet.   We  obtained,  during  our  record  examination, 
the  names  and  addresses  of  each  of  the  election  Judges,  as  well  as 
the  names  of  the  watchers,  challengers  and  police  officers  who  were 
present  in  the  poling  place,  and  we  examined  all  of  the  affidavits 
(Forms  1  and  11)  which  had  been  completed  by  voters  whose  qualifica- 
tions were  challenged  or  whose  names  did  not  appear  in  the  precinct 
binder. 

(4)  We  then  interviewed  the  election  Judges,  the  police 
officer,  the  party  workers  and  the  watchers  who  were  present  at  the 
polling  places . 


I .        In  the  following  precincts,  complementery  errors  were  made 
by  the  Judges  in  recording  the  figures  shown  on  the  voting 
machine  counters.   An  over-count  for  one  candidate  was 
coupled  with  a  corresponding  under-count  for  that  candidate's 
opponent. 

Ward  4  -  Precinct  18.   There  were  two  voting  machines .   One  machine 

was  misread  as  follows: 


President 

Kennedy 

Nixon 

Sec .  of  State 

McLaughlin 

Carpentier 

Auditor 

Howie tt 

Smith 

State ' s  Attorney 

Ward 

Adamowski 


Judge's  reading  of 
votes  on  machine 

197 


100 
75 

17  8 


Number  of  votes 
on  machine 

167 


153 
28 

152 


10 


27 
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Ward  23  -  Precinct  9.   There  was  one  voting  machine.   The  machine  was 

misread  as  follows: 


Judge's  reading  of  Number  of  votes 

votes  on  machine  on  machine 


Sec .  of  State 

McLaughlin  315  305 

Carpentier  17  27 

Auditor 

Howlett  315  305 

Smith  16  26 


State's  Attorney 


Ward  313  303 


Adamowski  16  26 
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Ward  23  -  Precinct  58 


Machine  No .  1 


There  were  two  voting  machines .   Both  machines 
were  misread  as  follows: 


President 

Kennedy 

Nixon 

Sec .  of  State 

McLaughlin 

Carpentier 

Auditor 

Howie tt 

Smith 

State's  Attorney 

Ward 

Adamowski 

Machine  No .  2 

President 

Nixon 

Sec,  of  State 

McLaughlin 

Carpentier 

Auditor 

Howlett 

Smith 

State's  Attorney 

Ward 


Judge ' s  reading  of 
votes  on  machine 


344 
4 

345 
4 

345 

4 

345 
4 


103 
2 


Number  of  votes 
on  machine 


328 
20 

326 
18 

326 
18 

327 
21 


102 
4 


Adamowski 
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Ward  25  -  Precinct  28. 


Machine  No.  1 


President 


Kennedy 


There  were  two  voting  machines.   Both 
machines  were  mis-read  as  follows: 


Judge's  reading  of 
votes  on  machine 


185 


Number  of  votes 
on  machine 


17  5 


State ' s  Attorney 

Ward 

Adamowski 


185 

1 


17  5 
11 


Machine  No.  2. 
State ' s  Attorney 
Ward 
Adamowski 


375 
30 


371 
34 


In  addition  eleven  persons  voted  who  were  not  qualified  to  vote. 
Their  names  did  not  appear  in  the  binder  and  were  not  on  the  poll  list 
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Ward  25  -  Precinct  46.    There  were  two  voting  machines.   Both 

machines  were  misread  as  follows: 


Judge's  reading  of 
votes  on  machine 


Number  of  votes 
on  machine 


Machine  No .  1 . 
State's  Attorney 
Ward 
Adamowski 


158 


118 


Machine  No .  2 . 
State's  Attorney 
Ward 
Adamowski 


64 


74 


In  addition  five  persons  voted  who  were  not  qualified  to  vote.   Their 
names  did  not  appear  in  the  binder  and  were  not  on  the  poll  list. 
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Ward  29  -  Precinct  28.    There  was  one  voting  machine .   The  machine 

was  misread  as  follows: 


Judge's  reading  of 
votes  on  machine 


Number  of  votes 
on  machine 


President 

Kennedy 

Nixon 

Sec,  of  State 

McLaughlin 

Carpentier 

Auditor 

Howie tt 

Smith 

State ' s  Attorney 

Ward 

Adamowski 


200 
70 

204 
65 

202 
67 

202 
70 


171 
96 

161 
98 

164 
91 

162 
97 
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Ward  31  -  Precinct  33. 


Machine  No .  1 . 


President 


Kennedy 
Nixon 


State's  Attorney 

Ward 

Adamowski 


There  were  two  voting  machines.   Both 
machines  were  misread  as  follows: 


Judge's  reading  of 
votes  on  machine 


27 

187 
36 


Number  of  votes 
on  machine 


37 

177 

46 


Machine  No.  2. 


President 


Kennedy 


Nixon 

State's  Attorney 

Ward 

Adamowski 


194 
40 

187 
37 


184 
50 

177 
57 
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II .       In  the  following  precincts  one  of  the  voting  machine  counters 

was  misread. 
Ward  1  -  Precinct  10.   One  machine  was  misread  for  McLaughlin.   The 

judges  read  199  when  the  machine  showed  189. 
The  judges  erroneously  added  the  two  voting  machines  for  Kennedy,  as 
459  when  it  should  have  been  469.   All  assisted  voters  (9)  were  inter- 
viewed and  were  eligible  for  assistance.   Three  of  the  assisted  voters 
stated  that  the  assistance  was  furnished  by  only  one  Judge  rather  than 
by  two  judges,  as  the  law  requires. 

Ward  1  -  Precinct  47 .   One  machine  was  misread  for  McLaughlin.   The 

Judges  read  40  when  the  machine  showed  49. 
There  were  also  allegations  of  illegal  assistance.   All  assisted  voters 
(17)  were  interviewed  and  were  eligible  for  assistance.   Three  of  the 
assisted  voters  stated  that  the  assistance  was  furnished  by  only  one 
Judge  rather  than  by  two  judges,  as  the  law  requires. 

Ward  3  -  Precinct  9.    One  machine  was  misread  for  Nixon.   The  Judges 

read  4  when  the  machine  showed  44. 
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Ward  3  -  Precinct  62.   One  machine  was  misread  for  Ward.   The  Judges 

read  7  when  the  machine  showed  207 .   We  inter- 
viewed five  of  the  seven  voters  who  executed  form  2  (assisted  voter 
affidavits)  and  determined  that  each  of  these  voters  qualified  for 
assistance  as  being  blind,  physically  disabled  or  unable  to  read  the 
English  language. 

Ward  18  -  Precinct  14.  One  machine  was  misread  for  Nixon.  The  judges 

read  7  when  the  machine  showed  75.  One  person 

voted  who  was  not  in  the  binder  and  not  on  the  poll  list.  Our  invests 
gation  discloses  that  he  resides  in  the  precinct. 

Ward  20  -  Precinct  37 .  One  machine  was  misread  for  Adamowski.   The 

Judges  read  0  when  the  machine  showed  45 .  The 
Judges  erroneously  added  the  two  voting  machines  for  Nixon  as  96  when 
it  should  have  been  87 . 

Ward  21  -  Precinct  21.  One  machine  was  misread  for  Carpentier.   The 

Judges  read  29  when  the  machine  showed  49. 
The  Judges  erroneously  added  the  two  machines  for  Adamowski  as  115 
when  it  should  have  been  150. 

Ward  23  -  Precinct  33.  One  machine  was  misread  for  McLaughlin.   The 

Judges  read  29  when  the  machine  showed  92. 
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Ward  37  -  Precinct  79.    One  machine  was  misread  for  Smith.   The 

Judges  read  93  when  the  machine  showed  110. 
The  Judges  erroneously  added  two  voting  machines  for  Ward  as  294  when 
it  should  have  been  27  9. 

Ward  39  -  Precinct  17 .    One  machine  was  misread  for  McLaughlin.   The 

Judges  read  8  when  the  machine  showed  108. 

Ward  43  -  Precinct  38.    One  machine  was  misread  for  McLaughlin.   The 

Judges  read  7  0  when  the  machine  showed  40. 
The  Judges  erroneously  added  the  two  voting  machines  for  McLaughlin 
and  also  erroneously  added  the  two  machines  for  Howlett.   Four  persons 
voted  who  were  not  in  the  binder,  were  on  the  poll  list,  but  were  on 
the  green  supplemental  sheet  as  "not  qualified  to  vote".   Three  of 
these  voters  were  interviewed  and  reside  in  the  precinct.   The  fourth 
voter  could  not  be  located  and  a  tenant  in  the  building  advised  our 
investigator  that  the  voter  moved  about  a  year  ago. 

Ward  45  -  Precinct  58.    One  machine  was  misread  for  Carpentier.   The 

Judges  read  76  when  the  machine  showed  86. 
One  machine  was  misread  for  Ward  and  Adamowski.   The  Judges  read  123 
for  Ward  when  the  machine  showed  130.   The  Judges  read  104  for  Adamowsk 
when  the  machine  showed  92. 
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Elk  Grove  Township. 


Evanston  -  Ward  4 
Precinct  7 . 


One  machine  was  misread  for  Nixon.   The  Judges 
read  230  when  the  machine  showed  239. 

One  machine  was  misread  for  Smith.   The  Judges 
read  153  when  the  machine  showed  135. 


Hanover  Township 
Precinct  6. 


One  machine  was  misread  for  Kennedy.   The  Judges 


read  167  when  the  machine  showed  197 


Leyden  Township 
Precinct  43. 


One  machine  was  misread  for  Howlett.   The  Judges 
read  143  when  the  machine  showed  133. 


Leyden  Township 
Precinct  55. 


One  machine  was  misread  for  Howlett.   The  Judges 
read  100  when  the  machine  showed  109. 


Maine  Township 
Precinct  36. 


One  machine  was  misread  for  Smith.   The  Judges 


read  224  when  the  machine  showed  242. 


Niles  Township 
Precinct  50. 


One  machine  was  misread  for  Smith.   The  Judges 
read  118  when  the  machine  showed  138. 


Norwood  Park 
Precinct  8. 


One  machine  was  misread  for  Nixon.   The  Judges 
read  130  when  the  machine  showed  139. 
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Oak  Park 
Precinct  4. 


One  machine  was  misread  for  Kennedy.   The  Judges 
read  80  when  the  machine  showed  89. 


Oak  Park 
Precinct  36. 


One  machine  was  misread  for  Kennedy.   The  Judges 
read  84  when  the  machine  showed  94. 


Oak  Park 
Precinct  79. 


One  machine  was  misread  for  Nixon.   The  Judges 


read  180  when  the  machine  showed  189. 


Palos  Township 
Precinct  1. 


One  machine  was  misread  for  Howlett  and  for 
McLaughlin.   The  Judges  read  for  Howlett  197 
when  the  machine  read  97 .   The  Judges  read  for 
McLaughlin  186  when  the  machine  read  86. 


Proviso  Township 
Precinct  40. 


Proviso  Township 
Precinct   123. 


One  machine  was  misread  for  Adamowski .   The 


Judges  read  199  when  the  machine  showed  189. 


One  machine  was  misread  for  Ward.   The  Judges 


read  97  when  the  machine  showed  87 . 


River  Forest 
Precinct  10. 


One  machine  was  misread  for  Kennedy.   The 
Judges  read  7  0  when  the  machine  showed  7  9 
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River  Forest 
Precinct  3. 


One  machine  was  misread  for  Carpentier.   The 
Judges  read  244  when  the  machine  showed  274. 


Maine  Township 
Precinct  74. 


One  machine  was  misread  for  Smith.   The  Judges 
read  188  when  the  machine  showed  118. 


Maine  Township 
Precinct  68. 


One  machine  was  misread  for  Ward.   The  Judges 
read  6  when  the  machine  showed  106. 


Wheeling  Township 
Precinct  4. 


One  machine  was  misread  for  Kennedy.   The 
Judges  read  121  when  the  machine  showed  101 


Thornton  Township 
District  28. 


One  machine  was  misread  for  Carpentier.   The 
Judges  read  155  when  the  machine  showed  115. 
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Ill .       In  the  following  precincts  the  totals  of  the  voting  machines 
and  the  absentee  ballots  were  added  incorrectly. 

Ward  13  -  Precinct  84.    The  Judges  added  the  machine  totals  for 

McLaughlin  so  that  he  received  361  votes 
rather  than  261  votes. 

Ward  17  -  Precinct  37  .    The  Judges  added  the  machine  totals  for 

Kennedy  so  that  he  received  350  votes  rather 
than  450  votes.   They  also  added  the  machine  totals  for  Howlett  so  that 
he  received  328  votes  rather  than  428  votes.   One  person  voted  who  was 
not  in  the  binder,  was  on  the  poll  list  and  was  listed  on  the  green 
supplemental  sheet  as  "not  qualified  to  vote".   This  voter  was  inter- 
viewed and  he  resides  in  the  precinct. 

Ward  22  -  Precinct  48.    The  Judges  added  the  machine  totals  for 

McLaughlin  so  that  he  received  228  votes 
rather  than  288  votes . 


Ward  46  -  Precinct  9.     The  Judges  added  the  machine  totals  for 


than  259  votes. 


Howlett  so  that  he  received  159  votes  rather 
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IV.        In  the  following  precincts  we  investigated  allegations  of 
voting  machine  irregularities. 

Ward  1  -  Precinct  19.   The  discovery  recheck  indicated  that  the 

Judges  had  credited  Carpentier  with  42  votes 
when  the  machine  indicated  142  votes.   Our  investigation  discloses 
that  the  Judges  were  correct. 

Ward  2  -  Precinct  58.   The  discovery  recheck  indicated  that  the 

Judges  had  credited  Howlett  with  318  votes  when 
the  machine  indicated  338  votes.  Our  investigation  discloses  that  the 
Judges  were  correct. 

Ward  4  -  Precinct  14.   The  discovery  recheck  indicated  errors  for 

each  of  the  candidates  of  1  or  2  votes.   Our 
investigation  discloses  that  these  errors  occurred  in  adding  the 
absentee  ballots  to  the  voting  machine  totals. 

Ward  6  -  Precinct  38.   We  received  an  allegation  that  when  102  appli- 
cations had  been  received,  121  votes  were 
recorded  on  the  machine.   Our  investigation  discloses  529  applications 
and  that  the  largest  number  of  votes  received  by  any  candidate  was  487 
votes . 
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Ward  7  -  Precinct  17 .   We  received  an  allegation  that  there  was  an    S 

overcast  of  2  votes  on  the  machine.   Our  investi- 
gation discloses  that  the  Judges  had  to  clear  the  voting  machine  to 
correct  "jams"  two  times  during  the  day,  thus  resulting  in  the  overcast, 

Ward  8  -  Precinct  18.   There  was  an  error  in  addition  for  candidates 

of  1  or  2  votes.   Our  investigation  discloses 
that  these  errors  occurred  in  adding  absentee  ballots  to  the  voting 
machine  count. 

Ward  10  -  Precinct  55.  There  was  an  error  in  addition  for  candidates 

of  4  to  5  votes.   Our  investigation  discloses 
that  the  errors  occurred  in  adding  absentee  ballots  to  the  voting 
machine  count. 

Ward  11  -  Precinct  59.  An  error  of  addition  of  from  1  to  2  votes  was 

made  in  computing  the  vote  for  several  candi- 
dates.  Our  investigation  discloses  that  the  errors  occurred  in 
adding  absentee  ballots  to  the  voting  machine  count. 

Ward  14  -  Precinct  10.  An  error  of  addition  of  from  1  to  7  votes  was 

made  in  computing  the  vote  for  several  candi- 
dates.  Our  investigation  discloses  that  the  errors  occurred  in 
adding  absentee  ballots  to  the  voting  machine  count. 
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Ward  14  -  Precinct  31.    An  error  of  addition  of  from  1  to  2  votes 

was  made  in  computing  the  vote  for  several 
candidates.   Our  investigation  discloses  that  the  errors  occurred  in 
adding  absentee  ballots  to  the  voting  machine  count. 

Ward  15  -  Precinct  55.    The  discovery  recheck  indicated  that  the 

Judges  had  credited  Carpentier  with  91 
votes  when  the  voting  machine  counter  indicated  190  votes.  Our 
investigation  discloses  that  the  Judges  were  correct. 

Ward  17  -  Precinct  60.    An  error  of  addition  of  from  4  to  5  votes 

was  made  in  computing  the  vote  for  several 
candidates.   Our  investigation  discloses  that  the  errors  occurred  in 
adding  absentee  ballots  to  the  voting  machine  count. 

Ward  19  -  Precinct  79.    We  received  an  allegation  that  9  votes  were 

registered  for  Howlett  on  the  machine  counter 
before  the  polls  were  opened.   Our  investigation  disloses  that  the 
Judges  inspected  the  machine  prior  to  opening  the  polls  and  noted  the 
9  votes  for  this  candidate.   The  Judges  subtracted  9  votes  from  the 
total  vote  for  Howlett  when  recording  the  vote  on  their  tally  sheet. 
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Ward  20  -  Precinct  34.    An  error  of  addition  of  from  3  to  4  votes 

was  made  in  computing  the  vote  for  several 
candidates.   Our  investigation  discloses  that  the  errors  occurred  in 
adding  absentee  ballots  to  the  voting  machine  count. 

Ward  21  -  Precinct  45.    An  error  of  addition  of  from  2  to  4  votes 

was  made  in  computing  the  vote  for  several 
candidates.   Our  investigation  discloses  that  the  errors  occurred  in 
adding  absentee  ballots  to  the  voting  machine  count. 

Ward  22  -  Precinct  37 .    An  error  of  addition  of  from  1  to  4  votes 

was  made  in  computing  the  vote  for  several 
candidates.   Our  investigation  discloses  that  the  errors  occurred  in 
adding  absentee  ballots  to  the  voting  machine  count. 

Ward  23  -  Precinct  12.    An  error  of  addition  of  from  2  to  3  votes 

was  made  in  computing  the  vote  for  several 
candidates.   Our  investigation  discloses  that  the  errors  occurred  in 
adding  absentee  ballots  to  the  voting  machine  count. 

Ward  27  -  Precinct  48.    We  received  an  allegation  that  the  Judges  had 

turned  in  their  statement  of  votes  at  6:08  P.M. 
Our  investigation  discloses  that  the  Judges'  pay  vouchers  are  stamped 
9:38  P.M. 
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Ward  30  -  Precinct  10.    An  error  of  addition  of  3  votes  was  made  in 

computing  the  vote  for  several  candidates. 
Our  investigation  discloses  that  the  errors  occurred  in  adding  absentee 
ballots  to  the  voting  machine  count. 

Ward  30  -  Precinct  46.    An  error  of  addition  of  from  7  to  8  votes  was 

made  in  computing  the  vote  for  several  candi- 
dates. Our  investigation  discloses  that  the  errors  occurred  in  adding 
absentee  ballots  to  the  voting  machine  count. 

Ward  33  -  Precinct  44.    An  error  of  addition  of  from  6  to  7  votes  was 

made  in  computing  the  vote  for  several  candi- 
dates. Our  investigation  discloses  that  the  errors  occurred  in  adding 
absentee  ballots  to  the  voting  machine  count. 

Ward  33  -  Precinct  64.    An  error  of  addition  of  from  5  to  7  votes  was 

made  in  computing  the  vote  for  several  candi- 
dates. Our  investigation  discloses  that  the  errors  occurred  in  adding 
absentee  ballots  to  the  voting  machine  count. 

Ward  38  -  Precinct  97 .    An  error  of  addition  of  from  4  to  5  votes  was 

made  in  computing  the  vote  for  several  candi- 
dates. Our  investigation  discloses  that  the  errors  occurred  in  adding 
absentee  ballots  to  the  voting  machine  count. 


-  20  - 


Ward  42  -  Precinct  7 .   The  discovery  recheck  indicated  that  the  Judges 

had  credited  Carpentier  with  27  2  votes  when  the 
machine  indicated  172  votes.   Our  investigation  discloses  that  the 
Judges  were  correct. 

Ward  42  -  Precinct  19.  We  received  the  following  allegation  from  the 

United  States  District  Attorney: 

"Sonny  Ross,  102  E.  Chestnut  St.  alleged  that  all  the 
votes  on  the  machine  were  being  cast  for  Democrats. 
Sonny  Ross  said  no  matter  who  pushed  the  button  or 
pulled  the  lever,  all  the  ballots  were  cast  for  the 
Democrats . " 

Our  investigation  discloses  the  votes  recorded  as  follows: 

Kennedy  95 

Nixon  307 

Kerner  119 

Stratton  277 

Ward  95 

Adamowski  304 

Ward  42  -  Precinct  43.    An  error  of  addition   of  from  1  to  2  votes 

was  made  in  computing  the  vote  for  several 
candidates.   Our  investigation  discloses  that  the  errors  occurred  in 
adding  absentee  ballots  to  the  voting  machine  count. 

Ward  43  -  Precinct  3.     We  received  an  allegation  that  a  counter  on 

one  of  the  machines  had  112  votes  registered 
prior  to  the  opening  of  the  polls.   Our  investigation  discloses  that 
this  was  a  blank  counter  and  not  used  for  recording  the  vote  for  any 
candidate . 


-  21  - 


Ward  45  -  Precinct  16.    The  discovery  recheck  indicated  that  the 

Judges  had  credited  Carpentier  with  182  votes 
when  the  machine  indicated  118  votes.   Our  investigation  discloses  that 
the  Judges  were  correct. 


-  22  - 


An  investigation  of  paper  ballot  irregularities  was  made 
in  the  following  manner: 

(1)  The  tally  sheets  which  had  been  prepared  by  the 
Board  of  Election  Commissioners  during  the  discovery  recheck 
following  the  November  8th  election  were  obtained  by  our  office 
and  examined. 

(2)  The  tally  sheets  prepared  by  the  election  Judges 
during  the  November  8th  election  were  obtained.   A  comparison  was 
made  between  the  Judges'  tally  sheets  and  the  discovery  recheck 
tally  sheets. 

(3)  We  examined  the  records  of  the  Board  of  Election 
Commissioners  and  the  County  Clerk  for  each  precinct  in  which 
there  was  a  variance  between  the  Judges '  tally  sheet  and  the 
discovery  recheck  tally  sheet.   We  obtained,  during  our  record 
examination,  the  names  and  addresses  of  each  of  the  election  Judges, 
as  well  as  the  names  of  the  watchers,  challengers  and  police  officers 
who  were  present  in  the  polling  place,  and  we  examined  all  of  the 
affidavits  (Forms  1  and  11)  which  had  been  completed  by  voters 
whose  qualifications  were  challenged  or  whose  names  did  not  appear 

in  the  precinct  binder. 

(4)  We  then  interviewed  the  election  Judges,  the  police 
officer,  the  party  workers  and  the  watchers  who  were  present  at 
the  polling  places. 


I .        In  the  following  precincts  there  was  a  substantial  non- 
complementary  miscount  of  the  ballots  for  one  or  more 
of  the  candidates.  An  over-count  or  an  under-count  was 
recorded  for  one  of  the  candidates,  while  the  ballots 
for  that  candidate's  opponent  appeared  to  be  correctly 
counted. 


Proviso  Township 
Precinct  44 

Judges'  Count 

President 

Kennedy 

268 

Nixon 

349 

Auditor 

Howlett 

264 

Smith 

341 

State ' s  Attorney 

Ward 

253 

Adamowski 

*259 

Recheck  Count 

266 
345 

265 
340 

252 
*359 


-  2  - 


Proviso  Township 
Precinct  51 

Judges'  Count 

Recheck  Count 

President 

Kennedy- 

229 

228 

Nixon 

79 

78 

Auditor 

Howlett 

*229 

*204 

Smith 

74 

71 

State's  Attorney 

Ward 

*224 

*205 

Adamowski 

79 

79 

-  3  - 


Ward  3  -  Precinct  48 

President 

Kennedy 

Nixon 

Sec,  of  State 

McLaughlin 

Carpentier 

Auditor 

Howlett 

Smith 

State's  Attorney 

Ward 

Adamowski 


Judges'  Count 

Recheck  Count 

304 

285 

47 

40 

304 

284 

37 

44 

304 

284 

37 

41 

304 

286 

37 

41 

-  4  - 


Ward  10  -  Precinct  66 


President 
Kennedy- 
Nixon 

Sec,  of  State 
McLaughlin 
Carpentier 
Auditor 
Howlett 
Smith 

State's  Attorney 
Ward 
Adamowski 


Judges'  Count 

Recheck  Count 

355 

355 

216 

204 

263 

263 

300 

301 

330 

327 

215 

214 

227 

234 

*258 

*311 

-  5  - 


Ward  13  -  Precinct  108 


President 

Kennedy 

Nixon 

Sec,  of  State 

McLaughlin 

Carpentier 

Auditor 

Howlett 

Smith 

State's  Attorney 

Ward 

Adamowski 


Judges'  Count 

Recheck  Count 

346 

347 

188 

190 

266 

266 

258 

259 

329 

328 

182 

184 

*349 

*244 

281 

287 

-  6  - 


Ward  13  -  Precinct  13 

President 

Kennedy 

Nixon 

Sec,  of  State 

McLaughlin 

Carpentier 

Auditor 

Howie tt 

Smith 

State's  Attorney 

Ward 

Adamowski 


Judges '  Count 

Recheck  Count 

230 

296 

175 

176 

207 

231 

222 

226 

226 

277 

161 

170 

224 

223 

200 

247 

-  7  - 


Ward  27  -  Precinct  12 

Judges'  Count  Recheck  Count 

President 

Kennedy  595  532 

Nixon  85  84 
Sec,  of  State 

McLaughlin  575  516 

Carpentier  9^  93 
Auditor 

Howlett  591  529 

Smith  77  77 
State's  Attorney 

Ward  577  519 

Adamowski  92  92 


-  8  - 


Ward  27  -  Precinct  26 

President 

Kennedy 

Nixon 

Sec,  of  State 

McLaughlin 

Carpentier 

Auditor 


Judges'  Count  Recheck  Count 

230  201 

35  27 

223  201 

37  27 


Hewlett  223  201 

Smith  37  26 

State's  Attorney 

Ward  230  201 

Adamowski  ^2  27 

In  addition  to  the  miscount,  9  persons  were  permitted 
to  vote  whose  names  were  not  found  on  registration  cards  in  the 

precinct  binder  and  whose  names  appeared  on  the  not  qualified  to 
vote  list. 


9  - 


Ward  29  -  Precinct  14 

Judges'  Count  Recheck  Count 

President 

Kennedy  ^80  483 

Nixon  21  41 
Sec,  of  State 

McLaughlin  482  484 

Carpentier  26  40 
Auditor 

Howlett  484  483 

Smith  23  39 
State's  Attorney 

Ward  498  482 

Adamowski  25  42 


-  10  - 


Ward  29  -  Precinct  4l 


President 

Kennedy 

Nixon 

Sec,  of  State 

McLaughlin 

Carpentier 

Auditor 

Howlett 

Smith 

State's  Attorney 

Ward 

Adamowski 


Judges'  Count 

370 
14 

371 
13 

371 
12 

372 
13 


Recheck  Count 

342 
22 

328 
34 

342 
20 

332 
33 


-  11  - 


Ward  36  -  Precinct  7^ 

Judges  j  Count  Recheck  Count 

President 

Kennedy  *28l  *221 

Nixon  188  187 
Sec,  of  State 

McLaughlin  231  206 

Carpentier  230  197 
Auditor 

Howlett  253  221 

Smith  196  176 
State's  Attorney 

Ward  228  202 

Adamowski  230  204 


-  12  - 


Ward  41  -  Precinct  70 


President 

Kennedy 

Nixon 

Sec,  of  State 

McLaughlin 

Carpentier 

Auditor 

Howlett 

Smith 

State's  Attorney 

Ward 

Adamowski 


Judges »  Count 

Recheck  Count 

311 

311 

363 

367 

232 

232 

424 

425 

288 

292 

350 

352 

239 

240 

*363 

*430 

-  13  - 


Ward  43  -  Precinct  47 


President 

Kennedy 

Nixon 

Sec,  of  State 

McLaughlin 

Carpentier 

Auditor 

Howlett 

Smith 

State's  Attorney 

Ward 

Adamowski 


Judges '  Count 

Recheck  Count 

275 

269 

144 

138 

264 

258 

150 

148 

281 

276 

122 

118 

*295 

*26l 

146 

140 

-  14  - 


Ward  47  -  Precinct  78 


President 
Kennedy- 
Nixon 

Sec,  of  State 
McLaughlin 
Carpentier 
Auditor 
Howlett 
Smith 

State's  Attorney 
Ward 
Adamowski 


Judges'  Count 

Recheck  Count 

233 

234 

177 

180 

217 

216 

*159 

*193 

242 

240 

*143 

*164 

234 

232 

*156 

*178 

-  15  - 


Harvey  Township 
Precinct  7 

Judges'  Count 

Re check  Count 

President 

Kennedy 

187 

188 

Nixon 

287 

288 

Sec.  of  State 

McLaughlin 

144 

153 

Carpentier 

*279 

*315 

Auditor 

Howlett 

175 

190 

Smith 

*244 

*267 

State's  Attorney 

Ward 

160 

168 

Adamowski 

*264 

*301 

-  16  - 


II.        In  the  following  precincts  there  was  a  substantial 

complementary  miscount  of  the  paper  ballots  for  one 

of  the  candidates  or  for  one  of  the  political  parties. 

An  over-count  or  under-count  for  a  candidate  or  party 

was  coupled  with  an  under-count  for  that  candidate's 

opponent  or  for  the  opposite  party. 

Berwyn  -  Ward  5 
Precinct  7 


President 


State's  Attorney 

Ward 

Adamowski 


Judges'  Count  Recheck  Count 


Kennedy  193  189 

Nixon  268  260 

Sec,  of  State 

McLaughlin  170  172 

Carpentier  268  269 

Auditor 

Howlett  202  206 

Smith  225  228 


*226  *i78 

*212  *265 


-  17  - 


Cicero 
Precinct  38 


President 


Judges'  Count  Recheck  Count 


Kennedy  221  197 

Nixon  194  215 

Sec,  of  State 

McLaughlin  191  162 

Carpentier  219  243 

Auditor 

Howlett  210  192 

Smith  188  204 

State's  Attorney 

Ward  206  173 

Adamowski  203  234 


18  - 


Cicero 
Precinct  64 


President 


Judges '  Count  Recheck  Count 


Kennedy  *152  *l80 

Nixon  *271  *243 

Sec,  of  State 

McLaughlin  118  125 

Carpentier  290  291 

Auditor 

Howlett  135  145 

Smith  258  262 

State ' s  Attorney 

Ward  122  130 

Adamowski  288  286 


-  19  - 


Ward  8  -  Precinct  88 


President 
Kennedy- 
Nixon 

Sec,  of  State 
McLaughlin 
Carpentier 
Auditor 
Howlett 
Smith 

State's  Attorney 
Ward 
Adamowski 


Judges'  Count 

Recheck  Count 

324 

340 

148 

152 

255 

265 

203 

206 

297 

310 

157 

154 

*300 

*286 

*146 

*195 

-  20  - 


Ward  10  -  Precinct  10 


President 


Judges'  Count  Recheck  Count 


Kennedy  504  503 

Nixon  56  56 

Sec,  of  State 

McLaughlin  444  422 

Carpentier  125  127 

Auditor 

Howlett  500  478 

Smith  65  65 

State's  Attorney 

Ward  391  360 

Adamowski  180  198 


-  21  - 


Ward  13  -  Precinct  104 

Judges'  Count  Recheck  Count 

President 

Kennedy  351  327 

Nixon  111  136 
Sec,  of  State 

McLaughlin  *306  *254 

Carpentier  *146  *196 
Auditor 

Howlett  339  300 

Smith  109  142 
State's  Attorney 

Ward  *296  *235 

Adamowski  *l65  *221 


-  22  - 


Ward  14  -  Precinct  47 


President 


Judges'  Count  Recheck  Count 


Kennedy  321  312 

Nixon  45  46 

Sec,  of  State 

McLaughlin  316  297 

Carpentier  51  58 

Auditor 

Howlett  305  302 

Smith  44  48 

State's  Attorney 

Ward  *319  *295 

Adamowski  *  50  *  72 


-  23 


Ward  15  -  Precinct  48 


President 

Kennedy 

Nixon 

Sec,  of  State 

McLaughlin 

Carpentier 

Auditor 

Howlett 

Smith 

State's  Attorney 

Ward 

Adamowski 


Judges'  Count 

235 
198 

205 
219 

222 
187 

*237 
*202 


Recheck  Count 

235 
201 

190 
235 

224 

191 

*201 
*231 


-  24  - 


Ward  19  -  Precinct  139 


President 


Judges'  Count  Recheck  Count 


Kennedy  353  337 

Nixon  113  136 

Sec,  of  State 

McLaughlin  252  25^ 

Carpentier  169  215 

Auditor 

Howlett  298  297 

Smith  162  162 

State's  Attorney 

Ward  *332  *279 

Adamowski  *130  *191 


-  25  - 


Ward  23  -  Precinct  70 

Judges'  Count  Recheck  Count 

President 

Kennedy  372  34l 

Nixon  144  170 
Sec,  of  State 

McLaughlin  349  298 

Carpentier  166  215 
Auditor 

Howlett  389  358 

Smith  124  125 
State's  Attorney 

Ward  *34l  *271 

Adamowski  *175  *24l 


-  26  - 


Ward  25  -  Precinct  7 


President 


Judges'  Count  Recheck  Count 


Kennedy  377  354 

Nixon  18  34 

Sec,  of  State 

McLaughlin  377  343 

Carpentier  18  42 

Auditor 

Howlett  377  352 

Smith  16  30 

State's  Attorney 

Ward  377  347 

Adamowski  13  29 


-  27  - 


Ward  26  -  Precinct  15 


President 

Kennedy 

Nixon 

Sec,  of  State 

McLaughlin 

Carpentier 

Auditor 

Howlett 

Smith 

State's  Attorney 

Ward 

Adamowski 


Judges'  Count 

Recheck  Count 

364 

349 

88 

99 

332 

323 

103 

116 

359 

348 

80 

83 

*360 

*279 

*  87 

*166 

-  28  - 


Ward  27  -  Precinct  1 


President 

Kennedy 

Nixon 

Sec,  of  State 

McLaughlin 

Carpentier 

Auditor 

Howlett 

Smith 

State's  Attorney 

Ward 

Adamowski 


Judges'  Count 

Recheck  Count 

413 

395 

33 

45 

409 

380 

32 

52 

412 

386 

32 

44 

*413 

*38l 

*  35 

*  57 

-  29  - 


Ward  28  -  Precinct  16 


President 

Kennedy 

Nixon 

Sec,  of  State 

McLaughlin 

Carpentier 

Auditor 

Howlett 

Smith 

State's  Attorney 

Ward 

Adamowski 


Judges '  Count 

Recheck  Count 

314 

282 

72 

99 

293 

259 

80 

111 

303 

271 

66 

92 

282 

239 

97 

135 

-  30  - 


Ward  28  -  Precinct  17 


President 


Judges '  Count  Recheck  Count 


Kennedy  68  86 

Nixon  302  281 

Auditor 

Howie tt  39  46 

Smith  330  319 

State's  Attorney 

Ward  41  50 

Adamowski  330  322 


-  31  - 


Ward  28  -  Precinct  38 


President 


Howlett 

Smith 

State's  Attorney 

Ward 


Judges1  Count  Recheck  Count 


Kennedy  286  245 

Nixon  73  98 

Sec,  of  State 

McLaughlin  28l  237 

Carpentier  7S  204 

Auditor 


285  249 

71  90 

279  230 


Adamowski  3l 


115 


32  - 


Ward  29  -  Precinct  7 


President 


Judges'  Count  Recheck  Count 


Kennedy  33^  293 

Nixon  43  83 

Sec,  of  State 

McLaughlin  332  267 

Carpentier  41  104 

Auditor 

Howlett  327  287 

Smith  39  82 

State's  Attorney 

Ward  381  270 

Adamowski  40  101 


-  33  - 


Ward  29  -  Precinct  8 


President 

Kennedy 

Nixon 

Sec,  of  State 

McLaughlin 

Carpentier 

Auditor 

Howlett 

Smith 

State's  Attorney 

Ward 

Adamowski 


Judges1  Count 

Recheck  Count 

376 

360 

23 

32 

375 

355 

24 

36 

377 

362 

21 

25 

373 

346 

25 

47 

-  34  - 


Ward  29  -  Precinct  23 


President 

Kennedy 

Nixon 

Sec,  of  State 

McLaughlin 

Carpentier 

Auditor 

Howlett 

Smith 

State's  Attorney 

Ward 

Adamowski 


Judges '  Count 

Recheck  Count 

328 

289 

50 

72 

329 

279 

49 

82 

330 

290 

48 

68 

329 

281 

51 

82 

-  35  - 


Ward  30  -  Precinct  12 


Judges'  Count  Recheck  Count 


President 


Kennedy  336  327 

Nixon  129  136 

Sec,  of  State 

McLaughlin  305  268 

Carpentier  137  179 

Auditor 

Howlett  314  300 

Smith  130  140 

State's  Attorney 

Ward  *3l6  *242 

Adamowski  *l44  *2l4 

In  addition  to  the  miscount ,  3  persons  were  permitted 
to  vote  for  whom  registration  cards  were  not  found  in  the 

precinct  binder  and  whose  names  did  not  appear  on  the  printed 
precinct  register. 


-  36  - 


Ward  30  -  Precinct  65 


President 

Kennedy 

Nixon 

Sec,  of  State 

McLaughlin 

Carpentier 

Auditor 

Howlett 

Smith 

State's  Attorney 

Ward 

Adamowski 


Judges'  Count 

304 
96 

269 
127 

284 
103 

*302 
*  94 


Recheck  Count 

294 
105 

250 
143 

275 
112 

*254 
*140 


-  37  - 


Ward  31  -  Precinct  8 


President 

Kennedy 

Nixon 

Sec,  of  State 

McLaughlin 

Carpentier 

Auditor 

Howlett 

Smith 

State's  Attorney 

Ward 

Adamowski 


Judges'  Count 

Recheck  Count 

335 

302 

97 

129 

331 

289 

98 

127 

336 

303 

89 

111 

*338 

*276 

*  9^ 

*149 

-  38  - 


Ward  31  -  Precinct  57 

President 

Kennedy 

Nixon 

Sec,  of  State 

McLaughlin 

Carpentier 

Auditor 

Howlett 

Smith 

State's  Attorney 

Ward 

Adamowski 


Judges'  Count 

Recheck  Count 

323 

237 

78 

162 

331 

240 

67 

148 

336 

251 

63 

136 

347 

243 

53 

147 

-  39  - 


Ward  37  -  Precinct  68 


President 

Kennedy 

Nixon 

Sec,  of  State 

McLaughlin 

Carpentier 

Auditor 

Howlett 

Smith 

State's  Attorney 

Ward 

Adamowski 


Judges*  Count 

Recheck  Count 

279 

283 

130 

127 

234 

235 

168 

165 

280 

267 

130 

131 

*267 

*244 

*137 

*163 

-  40  - 


Ward  38  -  Precinct  74 


President 


Kennedy 

Nixon 

Sec,  of  State 

McLaughlin 

Carpentier 

Auditor 

Hewlett 

Smith 

State's  Attorney 

Ward 

Adamowski 


Judges '  Count 

Recheck  Count 

363 

347 

174 

188 

323 

265 

207 

255 

358 

314 

168 

203 

331 

294 

202 

233 

-  41  - 


Ward  38  -  Precinct  84 


President 

Kennedy 

Nixon 

Sec,  of  State 

McLaughlin 

Carpentier 

Auditor 

Howlett 

Smith 

State's  Attorney 

Ward 

Adamowski 


Judges '  Count 

Recheck  Count 

345 

358 

282 

293 

314 

322 

299 

317 

352 

360 

253 

272 

*336 

*327 

*252 

*320 

-  42  - 


Ward  38  -  Precinct  85 


President 
Kennedy- 
Nixon 

Sec,  of  State 
McLaughlin 
Carpentier 
Auditor 
Howlett 
Smith 

State's  Attorney 
Ward 
Adamowski 


Judges  *  Count 

Recheck  Count 

329 

324 

253 

259 

264 

260 

302 

307 

298 

298 

246 

252 

*283 

*244 

*285 

*33l 

43  - 


Ward  38  -  Precinct  99 

Judges '  Count  Recheck  Count 

President 

Kennedy  310  303 

Nixon  220  225 
Sec,  of  State 

McLaughlin  247  243 

Carpentier  26l  279 
Auditor 

Howlett  282  278 

Smith  233  235 
State's  Attorney 

Ward  *275  *242 

Adamowski  *26l  *287 


-  44  - 


Ward  47  -  Precinct  34 

Judges '  Count  Recheck  Count 

President 

Kennedy  260  235 

Nixon  179  204 
Sec,  of  State 

McLaughlin  260  209 

Carpentier  179  227 
Auditor 

Howlett  264  24l 

Smith  175  192 
State's  Attorney 

Ward  270  218 

Adamowski  168  219 


-  45  - 


Ward  30  -  Precinct  55 

Judges'  Count  Recheck  Count 

President 


Kennedy  284  286 

Nixon  169  169 

Sec,  of  State 

McLaughlin  228  219 

Carpentier  220  225 

Auditor 

Howlett  323  265 

Smith  154  164 

State's  Attorney 

Ward  *304  *250 

Adamowski  *l47  *195 


-  46  - 


Ward  50  -  Precinct  99 

Judges'  Count  Recheck  Count 

President 

Kennedy  485  487 

Nixon  120  121 
Sec,  of  State 

McLaughlin  322  361 

Carpentier  226  230 
Auditor 

Howlett  440  442 

Smith  143  145 
State's  Attorney 

Ward  *435  *38l 

Adamowski  *152  *2l6 


-  47  - 


Ward  50  -  Precinct  112 


President 


Judges'  Count  Re check  Count 


Kennedy  454  454 

Nixon  193  195 

Sec,  of  State 

McLaughlin  *210  *283 

Carpentier  *445  *358 

Auditor 

Hewlett  437  419 

Smith  214  215 

State's  Attorney 

Ward  *420  *384 

Adamowski  *194  *264 
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Ill .      In  each  of  the  following  precincts,  errors  we?  e 
made  by  the  Judges  in  computing  the  vote  for  one 
or  more  of  the  candidates. 


Ward 

Precinct 

1 

17 

1 

30 

1 

38 

1 

41 

1 

43 

1 

48 

1 

51 

2 

46 

3 

28 

3 

30 

3 

52 

3 

58 

3 

63 

3 

66 

4 

5 

4 

47 

4 

48 

4 

55 

4 

57 

4 

60 

4 

63 

4 

78 

4 

82 

5 

17 

6 

53 

6 

55 

6 

56 

6 

67 

6 

68 

6 

76 

7 

15 

7 

23 

7 

25 

7 

26 

7 

30 

7 

42 

Ward 

Precinct 

7 

73 

7 

75 

7 

76 

7 

80 

7 

88 

7 

89 

8 

8 

8 

19 

8 

20 

8 

29 

8 

44 

8 

53 

9 

22 

9 

23 

9 

40 

9 

50 

9 

59 

9 

61 

9 

63 

9 

68 

9 

74 

9 

86 

9 

89 

9 

90 

9 

93 

9 

98 

10 

14 

10 

19 

10 

37 

10 

42 

10 

49 

10 

56 

10 

57 

10 

70 

10 

72 

11 

6 

11 

20 

11 

25 

-  49  - 


Ward 

Precinct 

11 

35 

11 

37 

11 

40 

11 

45 

11 

50 

12 

11 

12 

13 

12 

17 

12 

20 

12 

24 

12 

27 

12 

39 

12 

40 

12 

43 

12 

49 

12 

51 

12 

56 

12 

58 

13 

4 

13 

5 

13 

6 

13 

7 

13 

12 

13 

19 

13 

20 

13 

21 

13 

37 

13 

40 

13 

46 

13 

47 

13 

48 

13 

60 

13 

61 

13 

69 

13 

71 

13 

75 

13 

76 

13 

77 

13 

78 

13 

79 

13 

82 

13 

85 

13 

86 

13 

88 

13 

89 

13 

91 

13 

92 

Ward 

Precinct 

13 

94 

13 

96 

13 

105 

13 

109 

13 

113 

14 

13 

14 

37 

15 

2 

15 

16 

15 

21 

15 

25 

15 

29 

15 

34 

15 

36 

15 

40 

15 

41 

15 

46 

15 

49 

15 

50 

15 

56 

15 

68 

15 

70 

16 

5 

16 

8 

16 

10 

16 

12 

16 

15 

16 

20 

16 

21 

16 

22 

16 

25 

16 

30 

16 

62 

17 

12 

17 

28 

17 

39 

17 

44 

17 

50 

17 

56 

18 

4 

18 

13 

18 

15 

18 

31 

18 

35 

-   50   - 


Ward 

Precinct 

18 

38 

18 

42 

18 

43 

18 

50 

18 

51 

18 

59 

18 

61 

18 

70 

18 

78 

18 

91 

18 

97 

18 

98 

18 

116 

19 

12 

19 

27 

19 

29 

19 

31 

19 

32 

19 

57 

19 

72 

19 

82 

19 

83 

19 

85 

19 

95 

19 

123 

19 

127 

19 

134 

19 

135 

20 

31 

20 

43 

20 

46 

20 

50 

20 

55 

22 

6 

22 

10 

22 

15 

22 

25 

22 

26 

22 

35 

22 

59 

23 

5 

23 

23 

23 

24 

23 

26 

'1  13  f 
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Ward 

Precinct 

23 

27 

23 

32 

23 

35 

23 

39 

23 

48 

23 

61 

23 

62 

23 

69 

23 

78 

23 

79 

23 

81 

24 

4 

24 

8 

24 

9 

24 

10 

24 

14 

24 

16 

24 

24 

24 

29 

24 

35 

24 

36 

24 

47 

24 

51 

24 

52 

24 

56 

24 

59 

25 

20 

25 

23 

25 

24 

25 

26 

25 

40 

25 

43 

26 

3 

26 

6 

26 

8 

26 

20 

26 

21 

26 

31 

26 

44 

27 

4 

27 

7 

27 

14 

27 

16 

27 

20 

27 

21 

Ward 

Precinct 

27 

27 

27 

34 

27 

28 

27 

32 

27 

33 

27 

40 

27 

46 

28 

1 

28 

2 

28 

7 

28 

8 

28 

9 

28 

12 

28 

14 

28 

15 

28 

17 

28 

19 

28 

21 

28 

22 

28 

23 

28 

24 

28 

32 

28 

34 

28 

36 

28 

37 

28 

46 

28 

48 

28 

49 

28 

52 

28 

53 

28 

57 

28 

58 

29 

1 

29 

5 

29 

6 

29 

9 

29 

10 

29 

12 

29 

15 

29 

17 

29 

18 

29 

25 

29 

33 

29 

38 

29 

39 

29 

40 

Ward 

Precinct 

30 

3 

30 

4 

30 

7 

30 

11 

30 

15 

30 

26 

30 

29 

30 

31 

30 

32 

30 

36 

30 

38 

30 

40 

30 

42 

30 

55 

30 

56 

30 

58 

30 

63 

30 

67 

30 

69 

30 

71 

30 

75 

31 

4 

31 

7 

31 

9 

31 

13 

31 

16 

31 

17 

31 

18 

31 

19 

31 

20 

31 

22 

31 

23 

31 

25 

31 

27 

31 

29 

31 

30 

31 

36 

31 

47 

31 

50 

31 

51 

31 

53 

32 

7 

32 

14 

32 

23 

29  58 


33 


-   52   - 


Ward 

Precinct 

33 

5 

33 

6 

33 

9 

33 

12 

33 

14 

33 

15 

33 

19 

33 

22 

33 

25 

33 

26 

33 

28 

33 

31 

33 

35 

33 

42 

33 

45 

33 

46 

33 

48 

33 

49 

33 

52 

33 

53 

34 

1 

34 

2 

34 

3 

34 

10 

34 

24 

34 

29 

34 

30 

34 

37 

34 

40 

34 

59 

34 

65 

35 

1 

35 

3 

35 

4 

35 

12 

35 

13 

35 

14 

35 

15 

35 

19 

35 

23 

35 

24 

35 

26 

35 

27 

35 

29 

35 

33 

35 

34 

Ward 

Precinct 

35 

37 

35 

38 

35 

41 

35 

45 

35 

47 

35 

58 

35 

61 

35 

63 

35 

65 

35 

68 

35 

70 

35 

72 

35 

76 

36 

1 

36 

3 

36 

11 

36 

21 

36 

23 

36 

27 

36 

28 

36 

29 

36 

35 

36 

37 

36 

43 

36 

47 

36 

48 

36 

49 

36 

54 

36 

61 

36 

62 

36 

65 

36 

69 

36 

77 

36 

79 

36 

80 

37 

9 

37 

10 

37 

12 

37 

14 

37 

15 

37 

16 

37 

32 

37 

38 

37 

39 

37 

40 

37 

41 

-  53  - 


Ward 

Precinct 

37 

42 

37 

44 

37 

55 

37 

64 

37 

68 

37 

70 

37 

78 

38 

8 

38 

12 

38 

13 

38 

14 

38 

17 

38 

20 

38 

22 

38 

26 

38 

28 

38 

29 

38 

31 

38 

44 

38 

45 

38 

47 

38 

52 

38 

53 

38 

56 

38 

58 

38 

60 

38 

63 

38 

64 

38 

65 

38 

66 

38 

71 

38 

72 

38 

78 

38 

80 

38 

82 

38 

86 

38 

88 

38 

89 

38 

93 

38 

96 

38 

98 

38 

100 

39 

6 

39 

9 

39 

24 

39  68 


Ward 

Precinct 

39 

72 

39 

74 

39 

76 

39 

81 

39 

85 

40 

19 

40 

27 

40 

42 

40 

45 

40 

48 

40 

50 

40 

56 

40 

73 

41 

8 

41 

13 

41 

14 

41 

21 

41 

25 

41 

26 

41 

33 

41 

49 

41 

51 

41 

52 

41 

56 

41 

58 

41 

67 

41 

68 

41 

83 

41 

88 

41 

91 

41 

93 

41 

95 

41 

99 

41 

102 

41 

106 

41 

115 

41 

121 

41 

122 

42 

12 

42 

14 

42 

22 

42 

32 

42 

36 

43 

9 

43 

18 
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Ward 

Precinct 

43 

19 

43 

41 

43 

57 

44 

50 

44 

55 

45 

1 

45 

4 

45 

6 

45 

7 

45 

11 

45 

15 

45 

17 

45 

37 

45 

38 

45 

39 

45 

43 

45 

49 

45 

51 

45 

69 

45 

71 

45 

80 

46 

5 

46 

7 

46 

26 

46 

45 

46 

59 

47 

2 

47 

3 

47 

18 

47 

19 

47 

20 

47 

24 

47 

41 

47 

48 

47 

52 

47 

57 

47 

63 

47 

79 

47 

81 

47 

89 

48 

23 

48 

24 

48 

25 

Ward  Precinct 


49 

47 

49 

74 

50 

2 

50 

21 

50 

23 

50 

34 

50 

38 

50 

47 

50 

51 

50 

60 

50 

62 

50 

64 

50 

73 

50 

75 

50 

80 

50 

86 

50 

91 

50 

103 

Berwyn 

48  35 


1 1 

1  2 

1  3 

1  4 

1  5 

1  6 

1  7 

1  8 

1  9 

1  10 

2  l 
2  2 
2  3 
2  4 
2  5 
2  6 
2  7 
2  8 
2  9 


3  1 

3  2 

3  3 

3  4 

3  5 

3  6 


"   55    - 


Ward 

Precinct 

Berwyn 

3 

7 

3 

8 

3 

9 

4 

1 

4 

2 

4 

3 

4 

4 

4 

5 

4 

6 

4 

7 

4 

8 

4 

9 

5 

1 

5 

2 

5 

3 

5 

4 

5 

5 

5 

6 

6 

1 

6 

2 

6 

3 

6 

4 

6 

5 

6 

6 

6 

7 

6 

8 

7 

1 

7 

2 

7 

3 

7 

4 

7 

5 

7 

6 

7 

7 

8 

1 

8 

2 

8 

3 

8 

4 

8 

5 

8 

6 

8 

7 

Ward       Precinct 


Harvey 


Stickney 


Lyons 


1 
2 

3 
4 

5 
6 

8 

9 

10 
11 
12 

13 
14 

15 
16 

17 
18 

19 
20 
21 
22 

23 
24 

25 
26 


1 
2 

3 

4 

5 
6 


1 
2 

3 

4 

5 
6 

7 
8 

9 
10 
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Ward      Precinct                   Ward  Precinct 

Chicago     l                        Cicero  11 

Heights     2  12 

3  13 

4  14 

5  15 

6  16 

7  17 

8  18 

9  19 

10  20 

11  21 

12  22 

13  23 

14  24 

15  25 

16  26 

17  27 

18  28 

19  29 

20  30 

21  31 

22  32 

23  33 

24  34 

25  35 

26  36 

27  37 

28  39 

29  40 

30  41 

31  42 

32  43 

33  44 

34  45 

46 

Cicero    1  47 

2  48 

3  49 

4  50 

6  52 

7  53 

8  54 

9  55 

10  56 
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Ward      Precinct  Ward       Precinct 

Cicero    57 

58 

59 
60 
61 
62 
63 
65 
66 

67 

68 

69 
70 

71 
72 
73 
74 
75 
76 
77 
78 
79 
80 
81 
82 

83 

84 

85 
86 
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IV.        We  have  received  information  from  the  attorney  for  the 

plaintiff  in  the  Ward  vs.  Adamowski  election  contest  that, 
in  the  following  precincts,  ballots  may  have  been  altered 
or  marked  after  their  deposit  in  the  ballot  box: 

Ward  29  -  Precinct  12.    The  vote  recorded  for  the  office  of  State's 

Attorney  was  as  follows: 

Judges'  Count  Recheck 

Ward  475  i+65 

Adamowski  22  32 

It  was  alleged  that  an  examination  of  the  ballots  during 
the  Ward-Adamowski  election  contest  disclosed  that  sixty-five  ballots 
contained  "obvious  erasures  of  crosses  in  the  Republican  circle  or 
crosses  in  the  circle  in  front  of  Adamowski ' s  name." 

We  examined  the  sixty-five  ballots  in  question.   On  thirty- 
nine  of  these  ballots  crosses  in  the  Republican  party  circle  had  been 
erased;  on  each  of  these  ballots  a  cross  was  found  in  the  Democratic 
party  circle.   On  ten  ballots  crosses  for  various  individual  Republican 
candidates  had  been  erased;  crosses  were  found  for  their  Democratic 
opponents.   On  six  ballots  crosses  in  the  Republican  party  circle  or 
in  the  squares  for  various  Republican  candidates  had  been  erased; 
These  ballots  did  not  contain  crosses  for  their  Democratic  opponents. 
As  a  result  of  the  erasures  on  the  six  ballots,  three  of  these  six 
ballots  did  not  contain  crosses  for  any  candidate  or  party.   The 
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balance  of  the  sixty-five  ballots  contained  erasures,  suspected 
erasures  or  smudge  marks  either  in  the  Republican  party  circle  or  in 
the  square  opposite  the  name  of  various  Republican  candidates. 

We  have  interviewed  the  judges  in  this  precinct  during 
our  investigation.   That  investigation  is  presently  continuing. 

Ward  36  -  Precinct  49.    The  vote  recorded  for  the  office  of  State's 

Attorney  was  as  follows: 
Judges'  Count  Recheck 

Ward  353  352 

Adamowski  100  110 

It  was  alleged  that  an  examination  of  the  ballots  during 
the  Ward-Adamowskl  election  contest  disclosed  that  on  forty-three 
ballots  "the  cross  either  in  front  of  Ward's  name  or  in  the  Democratic 
circle  was  put  in  after  the  voter  had  cast  the  ballot  .  .  .  the  crosses 
in  the  Adamowski  square  or  the  Republican  circle,  as  the  case  may  be, 
were  similar  to  the  other  crosses  found  on  the  ballot  for  other  candi- 
dates .  .  .  the  cross  in  Ward's  box  appeared  to  be  made  with  a  different 
pencil  or  pen,  and  not  similar  to  any  other  cross  on  the  ballot."   Five 
additional  ballots  were  considered  suspect  for  various  other  reasons. 

We  have  examined  these  forty-eight  ballots.   Thirty-six  of 
these  ballots  had  been  placed  in  the  "used  ballot"  box  by  the  judges, 
while  twelve  of  these  ballots  had  been  found  in  the  "defective  and 
objected  to"  envelope  returned  by  the  judges.   Of  the  thirty-six  ballots 
found  in  the  "used  ballot"  box  five  were  found  to  contain  markings  on 
the  back  of  the  ballot;  three  had  erasures  In  the  Republican  party 
circle  and  a  cross  in  the  candidate  square  for  Ward;  nine  had  crosses 
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in  the  Republican  party  circle  which  had  been  mutilated  or  erased  and 
each  of  these  nine  ballots  contained  crosses  in  the  Democratic  party 
circle.   Fourteen  of  these  ballots  contained  crosses  in  the  candidate 
squares  for  both  Adamowski  and  Ward.   The  remaining  five  of  these 
thirty-six  ballots  contained  various  markings  which  it  was  alleged 
had  the  affect  of  cancelling  votes  intended  for  Adamowski.   Of  the 
twelve  ballots  which  had  been  placed  by  the  judges  in  the  "defective 
and  objected  to"  ballot  envelope,  eleven  were  found  to  contain  crosses 
in  the  Republican  party  circle  as  well  as  crosses  either  in  the 
Democratic  party  circle  or  in  the  candidate  square  for  various  indi- 
vidual Democratic  candidates.   We  have  interviewed  the  judges  in 
this  precinct  during  our  investigation.   That  investigation  is  pre- 
sently continuing. 


Ward  38  -  Precinct  94 

President 

Kennedy 

Nixon 

Sec,  of  State 

McLaughlin 

Carpentier 

State  Auditor 

Howlett 

Smith 

State's  Attorney 

Ward 

Adamowski 


The  votes  recorded  were  as  follows: 
Judges'  Count  Recheck 


430 
458 

339 
549 

400 

475 

339 

549 


402 
476 

310 

553 

375 
478 

310 
505 
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It  was  alleged  that  an  examination  of  the  ballots  during 
the  Ward-Adamowski  election  contest  disclosed  that  fifty-nine  ballots 
contained  "pencilled  crosses  in  the  Adamowski  box  and  ink  crosses  in 
the  Ward  box."  Our  examination  of  these  ballots  confirmed  the  pre- 
sence of  the  alleged  double  crosses.   Our  investigation  also  disclosed 
that  the  judges  had  counted  the  pencilled  crosses  and  had  ignored  the 
ink  crosses.   During  our  investigation  we  have  interviewed  the  judges. 
This  investigation  is  continuing. 
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We  received  from  Francis  X.   Connell,    Republican  County 
Chairman,   a  list  of  approximately  1000  names  of  persons  listed  on 
precinct  printed  registers.     Campaign  literature  had  been  mailed  to  those 
persons  on  December  9,    1960;  those  letters  had  been  returned  to  the 
sender  with  the  notation  of  "no  such  number",    "moved",   "unclaimed", 
"not  here",   "unknown",   or  "deceased".     We  checked  those  persons,  others 
with  similar  names  and  members  of  families  listed  in  the  following  manner: 

(a)     We  examined  the  applications  filed  in  those  precincts 
to  determine  if  the  suspected  person  voted. 

(2)  Where  we  determined  that  the  suspect  did  not  vote,   ie: 
did  not  file  an  application,   we  conducted  no  further 
investigation  with  respect  to  that  person. 

(3)  Where  the  suspect  did  file  an  application,  we  took  two 
additional  steps  with  respect  to  that  person: 

(A)  We  compared  the  signature  on  the  application  with 
the  signature  in  the  binder; 

(B)  We  conducted  a  field  investigation  to  determine  if  the 
suspect  resided  at  the  given  address  on  November  8, 
1960,   and  if  he  no  longer  resided  there,  when  he 
moved.     If  his  signature  did  not  resemble  the  one  on 
file  in  the  binder,   we  sought  out  the  voter  to  determine 
if  he  voted  at  the  election. 

The  following  precincts  were  investigated: 

Ward  1  -  Precinct  1.    One  person  was  sent  campaign  literature  which  was 

returned  marked  "no  such  number".     The  application 
box  did  not  contain  an  application  for  that  person.     Since  that  person  did 
not  vote,   we  took  no  further  action. 


Ward  1  -  Precinct  7.       Twenty-two  persons  were  sent  campaign  literature 

which  was  returned  marked  "moved"  or  "unclaimed". 
Nine  01  those  persons  did  not  file  applications  to  vote.     Of  the  remaining 
thirteen,   three  reside  at  the  given  addresses,   six  moved  in  November, 
1960,   and  four  moved  at  an  undetermined  time. 

Ward  1  -  Precinct  10.     Eleven  persons  were  sent  campaign  literature  which 

was  returned  marked  "moved"    "unknown"  or  "no 
such  address".     Four  of  those  persons  did  not  file  applications  to  vote. 
Of  the  remaining  seven,   two  were  found  to  reside  at  the  given  addresses, 
three  were  not  known  at  those  addresses,   one  moved  in  October  of  1960, 
and  the  last  moved  in  November,    1960. 

Ward  1  -  Precinct  24.     Four  persons  were  sent  campaign  literature  which 

was  returned  marked  "unclaimed"  or  "no  such  number". 
Two  of  those  four  did  not  file  applications  to  vote.     Of  the  two  who  filed  appli- 
cations, one  was  found  at  the  given  address  and  the  other  was  found  to  be  the 
common-law  husband  of  a  registered  voter.     The  one  suspect  apparently  moved 
prior  to  the  election  although  he  still  gets  his  mail  at  that  address. 

Ward  1  -  Precinct  44.     Seven  persons  were  sent  campaign  literature  which 

was  returned  marked  "unclaimed"  or  "no  such  address", 
Three  of  those  persons  did  not  file  applications.     The  other  four  were  found  to 
have  moved  in  November  of  1960  or  subsequent  to  the  date  of  the  election. 
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Ward  1  -  Precinct  48.     Five  persons  were  sent  campaign  literature  which 

was  returned  marked  "moved".     Four  of  those 
persons  did  not  file  applications.     The  fifth  person  was  unknown  at  the 
indicated  address  but  his  signature  compared  favorably  with  that  on  file 
in  the  binder. 

Ward  2  -  Precinct  10.     Two  persons  were  sent  campaign  literature  which 

was  returned  marked  "no  such  number".     Neither 
of  those  persons  filed  applications  to  vote. 

Ward  2  -  Precinct  16.     One  person  was  sent  campaign  literature  which 

was  returned  marked  "unclaimed".     The  voter's 
application  was  checked  against  the  binder  and  the  signatures  compared  fa- 
vorably.    The  voter  does  not  live  at  the  address  given  and  was  not  known 
to  the  neighbors  interviewed. 

Ward  2  -  Precinct  37.     Four  persons  were  sent  campaign  literature  which 

was  returned  marked  "unclaimed".     None  of  those 
four  persons  voted. 

Ward  2  -  Precinct  54.     One  person  was  sent  campaign  literature  which  was 

returned  marked  "unknown".     The  Board  of  Election 
Commissioners  could  not  locate  the  applications  for  this  precinct,    and  we 
were  not  able  to  determine  if  this  voter  voted. 
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Ward  3  -  Precinct  5.       Twenty  persons  were  sent  campaign  literature  which 

was  returned  marked  "unclaimed"  or  "moved". 
Five  of  those  persons  did  not  file  applications.     The  fifteen  applications 
which  were  filed  were  checked  against  the  binder  and  two  of  the  signatures 
seemingly  were  different.     Those  two  voters  stated  that  they  voted.     Of 
the  fifteen  persons  who  filed  applications,  ten  were  found  to  reside  at  the 
indicated  addresses  and  five  apparently  moved  after  the  election. 

Ward  4  -  Precinct  5.       Nineteen  persons  were  sent  campaign  literature 

which  was  returned  marked  "unknown".     The 
Board  of  Election  Commissioners  could  not  locate  these  applications,   and 
we  were  not  able  to  check  which,    if  any,   of  these  voted. 

Ward  4  -  Precinct  6.       Forty-two  persons  were  sent  campaign  literature 

which  was  returned  marked  "unclaimed",    "moved" 
or  "unknown".     Thirty-two  of  the  persons  did  not  file  applications  to  vote. 
The  signatures  on  the  ten  applications  filed  were  checked  against  the  binder 
and  compared  favorably.     Of  the  ten  persons  filing  applications,   three  still 
reside  at  the  indicated  addresses;  three  were  not  located  at  the  addresses; 
one  moved  shortly  prior  to  the  election  and  three  moved  shortly  after  the 
election. 

Ward  4  -  Precinct  63.     Four  persons  were  sent  campaign  literature  which 

was  returned  marked  "unclaimed".     Three  of  those 
persons  did  not  file  applications  to  vote.     The  fourth  person  could  not  be 

located. 

-4- 


Ward  5  -  Precinct  4.       One  hundred  persons  were  sent  campaign  literature 

which  was  returned  marked  "unclaimed",    "moved" 
or  "unknown".     Eighty-four  of  those  persons  did  not  file  applications.     The 
sixteen  applications  which  were  filed  were  checked  out  against  the  binder. 
One  apparent  discrepancy  was  checked  out  by  our  investigators.      That 
person  stated  that  he  voted.      Of  the  sixteen  persons  who  filed  applications, 
eight  were  found  to  reside  at  indicated  addresses;  three  moved  subsequent 
to  the  election;  two  moved  at  an  undetermined  time;  and  three  were  unknown 
at  the  indicated  addresses. 

Ward  5  -  Precinct  32.     Two  persons  were  sent  campaign  literature  which 

was  returned  marked  "person  unknown".  Neither 
of  those  two  persons  filed  application  to  vote.  Since  they  did  not  vote,  no 
further  action  was  taken. 

Ward  6  -  Precinct  53.     Thirteen  persons  were  sent  campaign  literature 

which  was  returned  marked  "unknown"  or  "moved". 
Seven  of  those  did  not  file  applications.     The  six  applications  filed  were 
checked  and  the  signatures  compared  favorably  with  those  in  the  binder. 
Of  the  six  filed  applications  one  person  still  resides  at  the  indicated  address, 
one  moved  at  an  undetermined  time  and  four  were  unknown  at  the  addresses. 

Ward  6  -  Precinct  64.     Two  persons  were  sent  campaign  literature  which 

was  returned  marked  "unknown"  or  "no  such  number". 
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One  of  those  two  did  not  file  an  application  and  the  other  person  was  found 
to  reside  at  the  indicated  address;  and  his  signature  checked  favorably 
with  that  on  file  in  the  binder. 

Ward  6  -  Precinct  69.     One  person  was  sent  campaign  literature  which  was 

returned  marked  "unknown".     No  application  was 
filed.     Since  that  person  did  not  vote,   no  further  action  was  taken. 

Ward  12  -  Precinct  5.     One  person  whose  name  appeared  on  the  precinct 

register  was  sent  campaign  literature  which  was 
returned  marked  "no  such  number".     That  person  did  not  file  an  application 
to  vote.     Since  he  did  not  vote,   no  further  action  was  taken. 

Ward  20  -  Precinct  55.  Three  persons  were  sent  campaign  literature  which 

was  returned  marked  "unknown".     None  of  those 
persons  filed  applications  to  vote.     Since  they  did  not  vote  no  further  action 
was  taken. 

Ward  20  -  Precinct  66.  One  person  was  sent  campaign  literature  which  was 

returned  marked  "unknown".     We  determined  that 
the  voter  in  question  resides  at  the  address  indicated  and  voted. 

Ward  21  -  Precinct  21.  Thirty-two  persons  were  sent  campaign  literature 

which  was  returned  marked  "unclaimed".     Nineteen 
of  those  persons  did  not  file  applications.     The  thirteen  applications  filed 


were  checked  against  the  binder  and  the  signatures  compared  favorably. 
Of  the  thirteen  persons  filing  applications,   three  were  found  to  reside  at 
the  indicated  addresses;  six  were  found  to  have  moved  subsequent  to  the 
date  of  election;  two  moved  prior  to  the  election;  and  two  were  not  located. 

Ward  23  -  Precinct  7.     Two  persons  were  sent  campaign  literature  which 

was  returned  marked  "unknown"  or  "moved".    One 
of  those  two  persons  did  not  file  an  application  to  vote.     The  application 
which  was  filed  did  not  compare  with  the  signature  on  file  in  the  binder. 
The  person  in  question  moved  at  an  undetermined  time  and  could  not  be 
located. 

Ward  24  -  Precinct  4.     Eighteen  persons  were  sent  campaign  literature 

which  was  returned  marked  "no  such  number", 
"unclaimed",    "unknown"  or  "moved".     Fifteen  of  those  persons  did  not 
file  applications.     The  three  applications  which  were  filed  were  checked 
against  the  binder  and  the  signatures  compared  favorably.     Two  of  the 
persons  filing  such  applications  moved  in  November  of  1960  and  one  person 
apparently  moved  prior  to  the  date  of  the  election. 

Ward  24  -  Precinct  13.  Eighteen  persons  were  sent  campaign  literature 

which  was  returned  marked  "unclaimed"  or  "moved". 
One  of  the  eighteen  did  not  file  an  application  to  vote.     Of  the  seventeen  who 
filed  applications,   three  still  reside  at  the  indicated  addresses,   one  moved 
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subsequent  to  the  date  of  the  election,   two  moved  at  an  undetermined  time, 
three  moved  prior  to  the  election  and  eight  were  unknown  at  the  addresses. 
The  signatures  on  all  seventeen  applications  checked  favorably  with  those 
in  the  binder. 

Ward  24  -  Precinct  22.  Thirty-three  persons  were  sent  campaign  literature 

which  was  returned  marked  "moved",   "unclaimed" 
or  "unknown".     Twenty-three  of  these  persons  did  not  file  applications.     The 
signatures  on  the  ten  applications  filed  were  checked  against  the  binder  and 
compared  favorably.     Of  the  ten,    two  persons  were  found  to  reside  at  the 
given  addresses;  two  moved  subsequent  to  the  date  of  election;  and  six  were 
unknown  at  the  addresses  given. 

Ward  24  -  Precinct  29.  Eighteen  persons  were  sent  campaign  literature  which 

was  returned  marked  "moved"  or  "unknown".     Four 
persons  did  not  file  applications  to  vote;  the  fourteen  applications  were  checked 
out  with  the  binder  and  compared  favorably.     Of  the  fourteen  persons  filing 
applications,   two  moved  subsequent  to  the  date  of  election,   two  moved  at  an 
undetermined  time, three  moved  prior  to  election  and  seven  were  unknown  at 
the  addresses. 

Ward  24  -  Precinct  38.  One  person  was  sent  campaign  literature  which  was 

returned  marked  "unclaimed".     The  person  in  question 
did  not  file  an  application  to  vote.     Accordingly,   we  took  no  further  action. 


Ward  24  -  Precinct  43.  Seventy-six  persons  were  sent  campaign  literature 

which  was  returned  to  the  sender  for  various  reasons. 
Of  the    seventy-six  persons,   fifty-two  did  not  file  applications  to  vote.     The 
signatures  on  the  twenty-four  applications  filed  were  compared  against  the 
signatures  on  file  in  the  precinct  binder.     Four  apparent  discrepancies  in 
those  signatures  were  found;  one  of  those  four  stated  he  voted;  the  other 
three  could  not  be  located.     Of  the  twenty-four  persons  filing  applications, 
six  were  found  to  reside  at  the  indicated  addresses,    eleven  moved  sub- 
sequent to  the  date  of  election,   two  moved  at  an  undetermined  date,   two 
moved  prior  to  the  election,   and  three  were  unknown  at  the  indicated 
addresses. 

Ward  24  -  Precinct  48.  Eleven  persons  were  sent  campaign  literature  which 

was  returned  to  the  sender  marked  "unknown"  or 
"unclaimed".     Applications  were  found  for  only  seven  of  those  persons  and 
the  signatures  on  each  of  them  was  found  to  correspond  with  that  found  in  the 
binder.     Of  the  seven,    three  still  reside  at  the  given  addresses;  two  moved 
subsequent  to  the  time  of  election;  and  two  were  unknown  at  the  indicated 
addresses. 

Ward  24  -  Precinct  56.  Seven  persons  were  sent  campaign  literature  which 

was  returned  to  the  sender  marked  "unclaimed", 
"unknown"  or  "moved".     Five  of  those  persons  did  not  file  applications.     The 
two  applications  were  compared  against  the  binders  and  proved  satisfactory. 
The  voters  were  found  at  the  addresses  indicated.     No  further  action  was  taken. 
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Ward  25  -  Precinct  4.     Eighteen  persons  were  sent  campaign  literature 

which  was  returned  marked  "unknown"  or 
"unclaimed".     The  Board  of  Election  Commissioners  could  not  locate  these 
applications,    and  we  were  not  able  to  check  which,    if  any,   of  these  voted. 

Ward  25  -  Precinct  17.  Twenty-six  persons  were  sent  campaign  literature 

which  was  returned  to  the  sender  marked  "unclaimed", 
"unknown",    "no  such  number"  or  "moved".     Thirteen  of  those  persons  did 
not  file  applications.     The  other  thirteen  filed  applications  which  were 
checked  against  the  binder.     All  signatures  compared  favorably  with  the 
signatures  in  the  binder.     Of  these  thirteen  all  but  four  were  found  at  the 
addresses  given  or  similar  addresses  within  the  precinct.     Two  persons 
could  not  be  located  and  two  moved  after  the  election. 

Ward  25  -  Precinct  18.  Sixty-three  persons  were  sent  campaign  literature 

which  was  returned  to  the  sender  marked  "unknown". 
Twenty-seven  of  those  persons  did  not  file  applications.     The  thirty-six 
applications  were  checked  against  the  binder  and  only  one  discrepancy  in 
signature  appeared.     That  voter  could  not  be  located.     Of  the  thirty-six 
persons  filing  applications,   nine  were  found  at  the  addresses  given,   five 
were  unknown,   two  were  listed  at  addresses  which  were  non  existant, 
seven  moved  in  November,    1960,    or  subsequent  thereto,   and  the  balance 
had  moved  at  an  undetermined  time. 
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Ward  25  -  Precinct  21.      Fourteen  persons  were  sent  campaign  literature 

which  was  returned  marked  "unknown",    "moved", 
"unclaimed"  or  "not  here".     Seven  of  those  persons  did  not  file  applications. 
All  signatures  on  the  seven  applications  filed  were  checked  and  compared 
favorably  with  the  binder.     Of  the  seven  persons  filing  applications,   one 
was  found  to  have  moved  subsequent  to  the  election;  three  moved  at  an 
undetermined  time;  two  moved  prior  to  the  election;  and  one  was  unknown 
at  the  indicated  address. 

Ward  25  -  Precinct  27.      Thirteen  persons  were  sent  campaign  literature 

which  was  returned  marked  "unknown".     Three  of 
those  persons  did  not  file  applications.     The  ten  applications  filed  were 
compared  with  the  binder  and  the  signatures  corresponded.     Of  the  ten 
persons  filing  applications,   two  were  found  to  reside  at  the  addresses  given; 
four  were  found  to  have  moved  subsequent  to  the  election,    and  four  were 
not  found  at  the  addresses  given  and  were  not  known  to  the  neighbors. 

Ward  25  -  Precinct  28.      Thirty-six  persons  were  sent  campaign  literature 

which  was  returned  marked  "unknown",    "unclaimed' 
or  "no  such  number".     Twenty  of  those  persons  did  not  file  applications  to 
vote.     The  sixteen  applications  which  were  filed  were  checked  against  the 
binder  and  the  signatures  compared  favorably.     Of  the  sixteen  persons  filing 
applications,    six  were  found  to  reside  at  the  given  addresses;  three  moved 
subsequent  to  the  election;  one  moved  prior  to  the  election,    and  six  were 
unknown  at  the  given  addresses. 
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Ward  25  -  Precinct  30.      One  person  was  sent  campaign  literature  which 

was  returned  marked  "unclaimed".     The  appli- 
cations for  this  precinct  showed  that  this  person  did  not  vote.     No  further 
action  was  taken  by  us. 

Ward  25  -  Precinct  43.      Sixty-nine  persons  were  sent  campaign  literature 

which  was  returned  marked  "unclaimed",  "unknown" 
or  "moved".     Sixteen  of  those  persons  did  not  file  applications.     The  fifty- 
three  applications  which  were  filed  were  checked  against  the  binder  and 
compared  favorably.     Of  the  fifty-three,   twenty-six  resided  at  the  given 
addresses;  eleven  moved  after  the  date  of  election;  four  moved  at  an  un- 
determined time;  two  moved  prior  to  the  election;  and  ten  were  unknown  at 
the  addresses  given. 

Ward  26  -  Precinct  1.        Eight  persons  were  sent  campaign  literature  which 

was  returned  marked  "moved"  or  "unclaimed". 
Two  of  those  persons  did  not  file  applications.     The  six  applications  found 
were  checked  against  the  binder;  and  the  signatures  were  found  to  compare 
favorably  with  those  on  file  in  the  binder.     Of  the  six  persons  filing  appli- 
cations,  five  were  found  at  the  given  addresses  or  at  other  addresses  within 
the  precinct.     One  person  was  found  to  have  moved  subsequent  to  the  election. 

Ward  26  -  Precinct  4.        Four  persons  were  sent  campaign  literature  which 

was  returned  marked  "unclaimed".     The  four 
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filed  applications  and  the  signatures  were  compared  with  the  binder 
favorably.     Two  of  the  four  were  found  to  have  moved  subsequent  to  the 
date  of  election  and  two  were  not  known  at  the  given  addresses. 

Ward  26  -  Precinct  43.      Ten  persons  were  sent  campaign  literature  which 

was  returned  marked  "unclaimed".     Seven  of 
those  persons  did  not  file  applications.     The  three  applications  filed  were 
compared  against  the  binder  and  checked  satisfactorily.     Of  the  three 
persons,   one  moved  subsequent  to  the  election  and  the  other  two  were  not 
known  at  the  given  addresses. 

Ward  27  -  Precinct  38.  Sixteen  persons  were  sent  campaign  literature  which 

was  returned  marked  "no  such  number",  "deceased", 
"unclaimed"  or  "unknown".     Four  of  those  persons  did  not  file  applications. 
The  signatures  of  eleven  of  the  twelve  persons  filing  applications  checked 
favorably  with  those  on  file  in  the  binder.     The  twelfth  person,  who  appar- 
ently moved  about  one  year  ago,   could  not  be  located.     Eight  of  the  twelve 
persons  were  found  at  the  given  addresses.     Of  the  remaining  three  who  filed 
applications,   two  were  found  to  have  moved  subsequent  to  the  election  and 
one  was  unknown. 

Ward  27  -  Precinct  45.      Sixteen  persons  (including  one  party  who  is  alleg- 
edly deceased)  were  sent  campaign  literature  which 
was  returned  marked  "unclaimed",    "no  such  number"  or  "deceased".     Our 
examination  of  the  applications  showed  that  fourteen  of  those  persons 
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(including  the  deceased  party)  did  not  file  applications.     The  two  appli- 
cations filed  were  checked  against  the  binder  and  the  signatures  were 
found  to  compare  favorably.     Of  the  two  filing  applications,  one  moved 
prior  to  the  election  and  the  other  was  not  known  at  the  address. 

Ward  28  -  Precinct  10.      Nine  persons  were  sent  campaign  literature  which 

was  returned  marked  "unknown",    "moved  ',     'no 
such  number"  or  "unclaimed".     Three  of  those  persons  did  not  file  appli- 
cations to  vote.     The  signatures  on  the  six  applications  filed  compared 
favorably  with  the  signatures  in  the  binder.     Two  of  those  six  moved  at  an 
undetermined  time,    and  four  are  unknown  at  the  indicated  addresses. 

Ward  28  -  Precinct  32.  Fourteen  persons  were  sent  campaign  literature 

which  was  returned  marked  "unclaimed".     Eleven 
of  those  persons  did  not  file  applications  to  vote.     The  three  applications 
filed  were  checked  and  the  signatures  compared  favorably  with  those  in  the 
binder.     Two  of  the  three  were  found  to  reside  at  the  given  addresses  and 
the  third  moved  in  January  of  1961. 

Ward  28  -  Precinct  36.      Eight  persons  were  sent  campaign  literature  which 

was  returned  marked  "unclaimed".     Four  of  those 
persons  did  not  file  applications  to  vote.     The  signatures  on  the  four  appli- 
cations compared  favorably  with  those  in  the  binder.     One  of  those  four  was 
found  at  an  address  closely  resembling  the  address  given.     One  moved  in 

1960  and  two  reportedly  moved  about  three  years  ago  leaving  no  address. 
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Ward  28  -  Precinct  40.      Thirteen  persons  were  sent  campaign  literature 

which  was  returned  marked  "moved"  or  "unknown  . 
Of  these  thirteen,   twelve  did  not  file  applications.     The  voter  who  filed  the 
application  was  found  to  have  moved  on  October  17,    1960. 

Ward  28  -  Precinct  52.      Sixteen  persons  were  sent  campaign  literature 

which  was  returned  marked  "unclaimed  '  or 
"moved".     Fifteen  of  those  persons  did  not  file  applications.     The  one  person 
was  found  at  the  given  address.     The  signature  on  her  application  was  checked 
and  compared  favorably. 

Ward  29  -  Precinct  12.      Twenty-three  persons  were  sent  campaign  literature 

which  was  returned  marked  "unclaimed".     Nineteen 
of  those  persons  did  not  file  applications.     Of  the  four  persons  filing  appli- 
cations,  two  could  not  be  located  although  their  names  appeared  on  the  mail- 
box.    One  person  moved  at  an  undetermined  time;  and  one  person  whose 
signature  did  not  compare  with  that  on  file  in  the  binder  moved  to  New  York 
in  December,    1960. 

Ward  29  -  Precinct  13.       Forty-seven  persons  were  sent  campaign  literature 

which  was  returned  marked  "unclaimed"  or  "moved". 
Thirty-two  of  those  persons  did  not  file  applications  to  vote.     The  signatures 
on  the  fifteen  applications  were  checked  and  compared  favorably.     Of  these 
fifteen,    five  were  found  to  reside  at  the  addresses  given;  one  apparently 
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moved  shortly  prior  to  the  election;  and  three  moved  shortly  after  the 
election.     The  others  could  not  be  located. 

Ward  29  -  Precinct  31.      Twelve  persons  were  sent  campaign  literature 

which  was  returned  marked  "unclaimed".     Five  of 
those  persons  did  not  file  applications.     The  seven  applications  filed  were 
checked  and  the  signatures  corresponded  with  those  on  file  in  the  binder. 
Of  those  seven,   one  person  was  found  at  the  address  given.     The  others 
were  not  located  at  the  address  nor  were  they  known  by  the  neighbors. 

Ward  29  -  Precinct  33.      Fifty-four  persons  were  sent  literature  which  was 

returned  "unclaimed"  or  "unknown".     Thirty-nine 
did  not  file  applications.     The  fifteen  applications  which  were  filed  were 
checked  and  the  signatures  compared  favorably  with  those  in  the  binder. 
Five  of  the  persons  in  question  were  found  to  reside  at  the  given  addresses. 
Four  were  not  known  and  could  not  be  located.     Three  were  reported  to  have 
moved  subsequent  to  the  election;  and  three  others  moved  at  an  undetermined 
time. 

Ward  29  -  Precinct  44.      Thirteen  persons  were  sent  campaign  literature 

which  was  returned  marked  "unclaimed",    "moved" 
or    'unknown".     Seven  of  those  persons  did  not  file  applications.     The  signa- 
tures on  six  applications  filed  checked  favorably  with  one  exception.     The 
exception  was  a  voter  who  stated  that  he  voted. 
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Ward  29  -  Precinct  45.      Ten  persons  were  sent  campaign  literature  which 

was  returned  marked  "moved"  or  "unknown". 
None  of  the  ten  persons  filed  applications  to  vote.     Since  these  persons  did 
not  vote  we  took  no  further  action. 

Ward  42  -  Precinct  4.        Fourteen  persons  were  sent  campaign  literature 

which  was  returned  marked  "unclaimed".     Our 
examination  of  the  applications  showed  that  twelve  of  those  persons  did  not 
file  applications.     The  two  persons  who  filed  applications,   the  signatures 
on  which  were  compared  with  the  binder  and  found  to  be  the  same,   were 
checked  and  it  was  determined  that  they  moved  to  Florida  subsequent  to 
the  election. 

Ward  42  -  Precinct  38.      Thirty-nine  persons  were  sent  campaign  literature 

which  was  returned  marked  "unclaimed".     Sixteen 
did  not  file  applications.     There  appeared  to  be  five  discrepancies  among 
the  signatures  on  the  twenty-three  applications  which  were  checked  against 
the  binder.Of  these  five,   three  stated  that  they  voted;  one  moved  in  October, 
1960;  and  one  was  unknown.     Of  the  twenty-three  persons  filing  applications, 
ten  were  found  to  reside  at  the  given  addresses;  two  moved  at  an  undetermined 
time;  three  moved  prior  to  election;  and  eight  were  unknown  at  the  given 
address. 

Ward  42  -  Precinct  39.      Three  persons  were  sent  campaign  literature  which 

was  returned  marked  "unclaimed"  or  "no  such 
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number".     Two  of  those  persons  did  not  file  applications.     The  one  appli- 
cation filed  was  by  a  voter  who  moved  on  December  1,    I960,    leaving  no 
forwarding  address.     The  signature  compared  favorably  with  that  in  the 
binder. 
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We  received  allegations  that  persons  were  permitted 
to  vote  who  were  not  qualified.  In  those  cases,  as  well  as  in 
situations  which  were  disclosed  by  a  records  examination  con- 
ducted on  our  own  initiative,  we  made  the  following  investigation 
to  determine  whether  unqualified  persons  voted: 

1.  We  examined  the  applications  of  the  precinct 
to  determine  if  the  suspect  filed  an  application  to  vote. 

2.  Where  the  suspect  did  not  file  an  application, 
we  conducted  no  further  investigation  with  respect  to  that 
person  inasmuch  as  it  appeared  that  he  did  not  vote. 

3.  If  the  suspect  did  file  an  application  we  then 
did  the  following: 

His  name  was  checked  against  the  precinct  binder, 
the  precinct  printed  register  and  the  supplemental  register 
of  qualified  and  nonqualified  voters;  we  conducted  a  field 
investigation  to  determine  if  the  suspect  resided  at  the 
given  address  on  November  8th,  1960  and,  if  he  no  longer 
resided  there,  when  he  moved. 


I.  In  the  following  precincts,  our  investigation 

disclosed  that  persons  were  permitted  to  vote 
for  whom  registration  cards  were  not  found  in  the  precinct 
binder  and 

(a)  whose  names  did  not  appear  on  the  poll  list;  or 

(b)  whose  names  were  on  the  poll  list  but  from  whom 
residency  affidavits  (Form  11)  signed  by  the 
voter  and  two  residents  of  the  precinct  were 
not  received;  or 

(c)  whose  names  appeared  on  the  poll  list  and  also 
on  the  not  qualified  to  vote  list;  and 

(d)  some  of  whom  did  not  live  in  the  precinct. 

Ward  1  -  Precinct  12.    We  received  information  that  un- 
qualified persons  were  permitted  to 
vote.  We  conducted  a  records  examination  and  determined  that 
two  persons  whose  names  were  not  in  the  binder,  on  the  poll 
list  and  on  the  not  qualified  list,  were  permitted  to  vote. 
Our  field  investigation  disclosed  that  both  voters  resided 
at  the  given  addresses  for  several  years. 
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Ward  2  -  Precinct  3.     We  received  information  that  un- 
qualified voters  were  permitted  to 
vote.   Our  records  examination  disclosed  that  five  persons 
whose  names  were  not  in  the  binder  nor  on  the  poll  list  were 
permitted  to  vote.   Our  field  investigation  determined  that 
four  of  those  five  still  reside  at  the  given  addresses  and 
one  moved  after  the  election. 

Ward  2  -  Precinct  15 .    Examination  of  the  precinct  records 

disclosed  that  five  persons  were 
permitted  to  vote  whose  names  were  not  in  the  binder  nor  on 
the  poll  list;  a  sixth  person,  whose  name  was  not  in  the 
binder  nor  on  the  poll  list,  executed  an  application  but 
may  have  been  rejected  as  a  voter  by  the  precinct  judges; 
a  seventh  person  whose  name  was  not  in  the  binder  but  on 
the  poll  list  was  permitted  to  vote  without  filing  a  Form  11 
affidavit.   Five  of  the  seven  were  found  by  our  investigators 
to  still  reside  at  the  given  addresses,  a  sixth  moved  after 
the  election  and  the  seventh  (who  was  the  voter  who  may  have 
been  rejected)  could  not  be  located. 
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Ward  2  -  Precinct  50*    We  received  information  alleging 

the  commission  of  various  irregu- 
larities. The  principal  charge  made  was  that  unqualified 
persons  were  permitted  to  vote.   Our  investigation  disclosed 
that  nine  persons  voted  whose  names  did  not  appear  in  the 
binder  or  on  the  poll  list .  Twenty-two  persons  voted  whose 
names  appeared  in  the  binder  but  whom  our  investigation  dis- 
closed may  not  have  lived  in  the  precinct .  These  persons 
were  challenged  by  the  watchers  and  completed  Form  1 
challenged  voter  affidavits. 

Ward  4  -  Precinct  6 .     Investigation  of  the  precinct 

records  disclosed  that  one  person, 
whose  name  was  not  in  the  binder  nor  on  the  poll  list,  and 
three  persons  whose  names  were  not  in  the  binder  but  were 
on  the  poll  list  and  the  not  qualified  to  vote  list,  were 
permitted  to  vote.   Of  those  four  persons  three  could  not 
be  located  by  our  investigators  and  the  fourth  was  found 
to  have  moved  after  the  election. 
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Ward  4  -  Precinct  12 .    An  allegation  was  received  from 

the  Chicago  Daily  News  that  twenty 
persons  were  permitted  to  vote  by  affidavit,  although  their 
names  were  neither  in  the  binder  nor  on  the  poll  list .  In 
an  effort  to  confirm  this  information,  a  record  examination 
was  made.  Each  application  to  vote  was  compared  with  the 
binder.  This  examination  disclosed  that  thirteen  of  these 
twenty  persons  were  listed  in  the  binder;  four  were  neither 
in  the  binder  nor  on  the  poll  list  but  did  not  vote;  one  was 
not  in  the  binder,  but  was  on  the  poll  list  (the  envelope 
containing  residency  affidavits  has  been  missing  and  we  have 
therefore  been  unable  to  determine  whether  a  Form  11  affidavit 
was  completed);  and  the  following  two  persons  voted  who  were 
neither  in  the  binder  nor  on  the  poll  list : 

George  McGrone  (also  known  as  Robert  McGrone, 
Robert  George  Davis,  George  McGrove,  Robert 
Young,  Young  McGrove,  George  Robert  Young, 
George  Arnold) 
Elsie  Tucker  Houston 

Our  investigation  disclosed  that  George  McGrone 
did  not  reside  within  the  precinct.  The  last  known  address 
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to  which  we  have  been  able  to  trace  him  was  in  Evanston, 
Illinois.  Our  examination  of  the  records  in  the  Office 
of  the  County  Clerk  disclosed  that  McGrone  did  not  vote 
from  his  Evanston  address.  Elsie  Tucker  Houston  lives  in 
the  precinct . 

Ward  4  -  Precinct  21.    Our  records  examination  showed  that 

seven  persons  whose  names  were  not 
in  the  binder  but  on  the  poll  list  and  the  not  qualified  to 
vote  list,  were  permitted  to  vote.  Of  these  seven,  four 
were  found  to  reside  at  the  indicated  addresses,  one  moved 
prior  to  the  election  and  two  could  not  be  located. 

Ward  4  -  Precinct  43.    Five  persons  whose  names  were 

neither  in  the  binder  nor  on  the 
poll  list  voted.  Our  investigators  found  four  of  the  five 
persons  living  at  the  indicated  addresses;  the  fifth  person 
had  moved  to  another  address  in  the  same  precinct  in  October, 
1960. 

Ward  4  -  Precinct  57.    We  received  information  that  persons 

were  permitted  to  vote  although  they 
were  not  qualified  to  do  so.  We  were  also  advised  that  a 
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particular  individual  voted  twice;  we  checked  the  applications 
and  found  that  that  person  filed  only  one  application.   Our 
records  examination  disclosed  that  two  persons  whose  names 
were  not  in  the  binder  nor  on  the  poll  list  voted.  Our 
investigation  showed  that  one  of  those  two  still  resides  at 
the  given  address  and  the  other  moved  from  the  given  address 
in  the  early  part  of  January,  1961. 

Ward  4  -  Precinct  76.    It  was  alleged  that  people  voted 

in  this  precinct  when  they  were 
not  qualified  to  do  so.  We  determined  that  five  persons 
whose  names  were  not  in  the  binder  nor  on  the  poll  list  were 
permitted  to  vote.  Four  persons  were  found  to  reside  at  the 
given  addresses  and  one  was  not  known  at  the  address  or  to 
the  neighbors . 

Ward  4  -  Precinct  79 .    An  examination  of  the  records  was 

made  to  determine  whether  not  qualified 
voters  voted.  We  determined  that  three  persons  were  not  in 
the  binder  but  were  on  the  poll  list  and  the  not  qualified 
to  vote  list  voted.  Of  those  three,  two  were  found  to 
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reside  at  the  given  addresses  and  one  was  found  to  have 
moved  prior  to  the  election. 

Ward  5  -  Precinct  5.     Nine  persons  voted  whose  names  were 

not  in  the  binder  nor  on  the  poll 
list.  Three  other  persons,  whose  names  were  not  in  the 
binder  but  were  on  the  poll  list  were  permitted  to  vote 
without  executing  a  Form  11  affidavit .   Of  the  twelve  un- 
qualified voters,  eight  were  found  to  reside  at  the  given 
addresses,  one  moved  after  the  election  and  three  could  not 
be  located. 

Ward  5  -  Precinct  19.    We  received  information  from  the 

Republican  Ward  Committeeman  of  the 
5th  ward  that  persons  listed  on  the  not  qualified  to  vote 
list  voted.   We  made  a  records  examination  and  checked  all 
applications  against  the  binder.   Our  records  examination 
showed  that  two  persons  whose  names  were  not  in  the  binder 
but  were  on  the  poll  list  were  permitted  to  vote  without 
executing  a  Form  11  affidavit.  Three  other  persons,  whose 
names  were  in  the  binder,  on  the  poll  list  and  the  not 
qualified  to  vote  list  were  permitted  to  vote  after  filing 
a  Form  1  affidavit. 
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Ward  5  -  Precinct  26 .    A  poll  watcher  alleged  that  fifty- 
six  persons  voted  who  were  not 
qualified  to  vote  because  their  names  did  not  appear  on  the 
poll  list.  Our  records  examination  disclosed  that  forty- 
five  of  those  persons  had  cards  in  the  binder.  The  other 
eleven  did  not  file  application  to  vote.  Our  records 
examination  further  showed  that  two  persons,  whose  names 
were  not  in  the  binder  but  were  on  the  poll  list  were 
permitted  to  vote  without  filing  the  requisite  Form  11 
affidavit.  A  third  person,  whose  name  was  not  in  the 
binder  nor  on  the  poll  list  was  permitted  to  vote;  that 
party  was  found  to  reside  at  the  given  address. 

Ward  5  -  Precinct  46.    An  article  appearing  in  the 

December  1,  1960  issue  of  the 
Chicago  Tribune  quoted  the  Republican  Committeeman  of  the 
5th  ward  as  stating  that  "On  Election  Day,  the  precinct 
binder  returned  from  the  Board  of  Election  Commissioners 
contained  751  names  -  115  more  than  the  binder  showed  at 
the  close  of  registration."  It  was  said  that  forty-nine 
of  these  persons  for  whom  cards  were  found  in  the  binder 
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but  whose  names  did  not  appear  on  the  printed  precinct 
register,  voted.  The  newspaper  article  asserted  that 
these  cards  may  have  been  inserted  in  the  binder  following 
the  last  day  in  October,  when  registrations  are  permitted 
to  be  received. 

Our  records  examination  of  this  precinct  disclosed 
that  two  persons,  whose  names  were  not  in  the  binder  nor  on 
the  poll  list,  voted.  One  person  whose  name  appeared  on  the 
poll  list  but  not  in  the  binder  was  permitted  to  vote  without 
filing  a  Form  11  affidavit . 

A  substantial  number  of  application  cards  were 
found  bearing  names  for  which  there  were  cards  in  the  binder 
but  which  were  not  listed  on  the  printed  precinct  register. 
We  then  examined  the  verification  book  which  had  been  pre- 
pared during  the  October  1960  precinct  canvass  to  determine 
the  reason  for  the  omission  of  these  names  from  the  precinct 
register.  The  names  of  thirty-five  persons  were  not  listed 
by  the  canvassers  in  their  verification  book  and  were  therefore 
not  included  on  the  printed  precinct  register,  even  though 
registration  cards  for  these  voters  were  found  in  the  binder. 
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Neither  the  names  nor  the  addresses  of  four  persons  were 
contained  in  the  canvassers'  verification  book.  One  voter 
was  listed  in  the  canvass  verification  book  as  having  died. 

Ward  5  -  Precinct  47 .    Two  persons,  whose  names  were  not 

in  the  binder  but  were  on  the  poll 
list  and  not  qualified  to  vote  list,  voted.  One  was  found 
at  the  given  address;  the  other  was  found  to  have  moved  after 
the  election. 

Ward  5  -  Precinct  56 .    Six  persons  whose  names  were  not 

in  the  binder  nor  on  the  poll  list 
were  permitted  to  vote.  Our  investigation  determined  that 
four  of  those  six  still  reside  at  the  given  addresses;  the 
other  two  persons  could  not  be  located. 

Ward  6  -  Precinct  19 .    We  received  information  that  non- 
qualified persons  voted.  Our 
investigation  disclosed  that  one  suspect  voter,  who  was  not 
in  the  binder,  was  on  the  poll  list  and  the  not  qualified 
to  vote  list,  voted  without  filing  a  Form  11  affidavit. 
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Ward  6  -  Precinct  49 ♦    We  received  allegations  that 

unqualified  persons  voted.   Our 
records  examination  and  field  investigation  disclosed  the 
following:  ten  persons  whose  names  were  not  in  the  binder 
nor  on  the  poll  list  were  permitted  to  vote;  two  persons 
whose  names  were  not  in  the  binder  but  were  on  the  poll 
list  were  permitted  to  vote  without  filing  a  Form  11 
affidavit;  six  persons  whose  names  were  not  in  the  binder 
but  on  the  poll  list  and  the  not  qualified  to  vote  list 
were  permitted  to  vote.   Of  the  eighteen  persons  who  voted 
illegally,  twelve  were  found  to  reside  at  the  given  addresses 
on  November  8,  1960  and  six  could  not  be  located. 

Ward  6  -  Precinct  57 .    We  received  reports  of  an  unusual 

number  of  affidavits  filed  in  this 
precinct.  We  made  a  complete  records  examination.  Twenty 
persons  voted  although  their  names  were  not  in  the  binder 
nor  on  the  poll  list.  Fifty-three  persons  filed  applications 
without  filing  Form  11  affidavits,  although  their  names 
were  not  in  the  binder  but  only  on  the  poll  list .   Six 
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persons  whose  names  were  not  in  the  binder,  on  the  poll 
list  and  not  qualified  list,  voted  without  filing  Forms 
11.  Our  field  investigation  disclosed  that  of  the  fore- 
going seventy-nine  persons,  sixty-seven  resided  in  the 
precinct  on  election  day,  two  did  not  so  reside,  and  ten 
were  not  known  at  the  given  addresses. 

Three  signatures  on  applications  differed  from 
those  on  file  in  the  binder.  Two  of  the  three  persons 
stated  that  they  in  fact  voted;  the  third  could  not  be 
located.  Seven  persons  filed  two  applications.  One  of 
these  seven  stated  that  she  spoiled  an  application  and 
voted  only  once;  the  other  six  persons  have  moved  or  are 
unknown  or  could  not  be  interviewed. 

Eight  persons  filed  Form  2  assistance  affidavits. 
Two  of  these  were  found  to  require  assistance;  three  were 
unknown  at  the  given  addresses;  and  three  moved  after  the 
election  and  could  not  be  reached. 

Ward  8  -  Precinct  44.    We  made  a  records  examination  to 

investigate  the  charges  that  un- 
qualified persons  voted.  We  determined  that  eighteen  persons 


-  13  - 


whose  names  were  not  in  the  binder  nor  on  the  poll  list 
voted.  Of  these  eighteen  illegal  voters,  eleven  were 
found  to  reside  at  the  given  addresses,  two  were  found  not 
to  have  resided  at  the  given  addresses  on  Election  Day  and 
five  others  could  not  be  located  by  our  investigators. 

Ward  20  -  Precinct  4.    We  received  allegations  that  un- 
qualified persons  were  permitted 
to  vote.  We  determined  that  seven  persons  whose  names  were 
not  in  the  binder  and  on  the  not  qualified  to  vote  list  were 
permitted  to  vote.  Our  field  investigation  disclosed  that 
five  of  those  seven  lived  at  the  given  addresses  on  Election 
Day;  two  of  those  five  had  moved  after  the  election.  Two 
of  the  seven  nonqualified  voters  could  not  be  located  by 
our  investigators. 

Ward  22  -  Precinct  3.    We  conducted  a  records  examination 

to  check  charges  that  unqualified 
persons  were  permitted  to  vote.  We  determined  that  fifteen 
persons  whose  names  were  not  in  the  binder  nor  on  the  poll 
list  were  permitted  to  vote.   Eleven  of  these  still  reside 
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at  the  given  addresses;  and  two  others  moved  after  the 
election.  One  person  moved  before  the  election;  and  our 
investigators  were  unable  to  locate  one  other  person.  In 
addition  to  permitting  fifteen  unqualified  voters  to  vote, 
the  judges  made  an  error  in  addition  in  totaling  the  voting 
machine  total  for  one  of  the  candidates. 

Ward  24  -  Precinct  1.    We  were  furnished  information 

about  illegal  voters  by  the  Chicago 
Daily  News.  We  checked  all  applications  against  the  binder. 
Three  persons  voted  whose  names  were  not  in  the  binder  nor 
on  the  poll  list.  Three  others,  whose  nam:s  were  not  in 
the  binder  but  on  the  poll  list  as  corrected,  voted  without 
filing  Form  11  affidavits.  Our  investigators  found  four 
of  the  six  resided  in  the  precinct  on  November  8,  1960;  the 
other  two  were  unknown  at  the  given  addresses. 

The  signatures  on  twelve  applications  did  not 
compare  with  those  on  file  in  the  binder.  Nine  of  the 
twelve  persons  were  found  at  the  given  addresses;  and  they 
stated  they  had  in  fact  voted.  Two  of  the  twelve  were 
unknown  at  the  given  addresses;  the  last  moved  after  the 
election. 
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The  signatures  on  three  applications  appeared  to 
be  in  an  identical  handwriting;  however,  each  of  the  three 
voters  stated  he  had  voted. 

We  also  conducted  a  canvass  of  six  suspects.  Four 
of  the  six  were  found  at  the  given  addresses .  Two  moved 
after  the  election. 

Ward  24  -  Precinct  31.   Two  persons  whose  names  were  not 

in  the  binder  but  on  the  poll  list 
were  permitted  to  vote  without  filing  a  Form  11  affidavit. 
One  of  those  two  moved  in  the  summer  of  1960;  and  the  other 
could  not  be  located  by  our  investigators.  The  canvassers 
who  caused  the  names  of  these  two  voters  to  be  removed  from 
the  binder  also  served  as  judges  on  Election  Day  and  permitted 
these  two  persons  to  vote.  A  third  voter,  vfoose  name  was  not 
in  the  binder  nor  on  the  poll  list  was  permitted  to  vote. 
Our  investigators  found  that  that  person  still  resides  at 
the  given  address. 

Ward  25  -  Precinct  30.   We  received  allegations  of  voting 

by  nonqualified  voters  and  a  possible 
forged  application.   Our  investigation  determined  that  one 
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person  whose  name  was  not  in  the  binder  nor  on  the  poll  list 
was  permitted  to  vote;  that  person  resided  at  the  given 
address  on  Election  Day.  We  interviewed  the  voter  whose 
signature  did  not  compare  with  that  on  file  in  the  binder 
and  he  advised  us  that  he  did  in  fact  vote. 

Ward  27  -  Precinct  41.   Three  persons  whose  names  were 

not  in  the  binder  but  were  on  both 
the  poll  list  and  the  not  qualified  to  vote  list,  were  per- 
mitted to  vote.  Two  of  the  three  still  reside  at  the  given 
address  and  the  third  was  found  to  have  moved  after  the  election 

Ward  29  -  Precinct  24.   Two  persons  whose  names  were  not 

in  the  binder  nor  on  the  poll  list 
were  permitted  to  vote;  neither  of  these  persons  could  be 
located  at  the  given  addresses. 

Ward  39  -  Precinct  12.   We  received  information  that  a  certain 

person  voted  although  she  was  not 
qualified  to  do  so.   Our  records  examination  disclosed  that 
the  voter  voted  although  she  was  not  in  the  binder  and  not 
on  the  poll  list . 
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Ward  42  -  Precinct  41.   Two  persons  voted  whose  names  were 

not  in  the  binder  nor  on  the  poll 
list.  Eight  persons  voted  whose  names  were  not  in  the  binder 
but  on  the  poll  list  and  the  not  qualified  to  vote  list.  Our 
investigation  shows:   two  still  reside  at  the  given  addresses, 
one  died  after  the  election,  three  moved  after  the  election, 
and  four  others  could  not  be  located. 

Ward  42  -  Precinct  44.   A  record  examination  of  this  precinct 

disclosed  that  two  persons  voted  who 
were  neither  in  the  binder  nor  on  the  poll  list.   Our  investi- 
gation disclosed  that  one  of  these  voters  resided  in  the 
precinct.  The  other  voter  was  unknown  at  the  address  given 
and  could  not  be  located. 

Ward  42  -  Precinct  54.   Three  persons  voted  whose  names  were 

not  in  the  binder  nor  on  the  poll 
list  and  one  person  voted  whose  name  was  not  in  the  binder 
but  on  both  the  poll  list  and  not  qualified  to  vote  list. 
Of  the  four  unqualified  voters,  one  was  found  to  have  moved 
after  the  election,  two  were  found  to  be  still  residing  at 
the  given  addresses  and  one  could  not  be  located.   In 
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addition,  we  checked  out  eight  persons  who  filed  Forms  1, 
challenged  voter's  affidavits.  Of  those  eight,  two  persons 
still  reside  at  the  given  addresses,  one  moved  after  the 
election,  and  five  could  not  be  located. 

Ward  44  -  Precinct  31.   Two  persons  whose  names  were  not 

in  the  binder  but  on  both  the  poll 
list  and  the  not  qualified  to  vote  list  were  permitted  to 
vote.  One  of  these  was  found  to  have  moved  in  October  1957; 
the  other  person  resided  at  the  given  address  on  the  day  of 
the  election. 

Ward  48  -  Precinct  50.   We  received  information  concerning 

voting  by  unqualified  voters.  We 
determined  that  two  persons,  whose  names  were  not  in  the 
binder  but  on  the  poll  list  and  the  not  qualified  to  vote 
list  were  permitted  to  vote.  Both  voters  were  found  to 
reside  at  the  given  addresses.  We  made  a  complete  examination 
of  all  applications  and  determined  that  a  list  of  allegedly 
unqualified  persons  did  not  vote.  We  also  determined  that 
another  suspect  properly  voted  by  filing  a  Form  11  affidavit 
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and  that  another  suspect  properly  voted  in  that  her  name  was 
in  the  binder.  We  also  conducted  a  canvass  of  this  precinct 
because  we  were  given  a  list  of  seventy-one  suspects  who 
allegedly  voted.  Of  the  seventy-one  suspects,  fifty- four 
were  found  to  reside  at  the  given  addresses,  three  moved 
after  November  8th,  1960,  two  moved  prior  to  the  election, 
eight  moved  at  an  undetermined  time  and  four  could  not  be 
located.  We  did  not  examine  the  applications  for  this 
precinct  so  we  do  not  know  whether  the  four  unknown  persons 
voted. 

Ward  48  -  Precinct  72.   Our  records  examination  disclosed 

that  five  persons,  whose  names  were 
not  in  the  binder  but  on  the  poll  list ,  voted  without  filing 
Form  11  affidavits.  One  person  voted  whose  name  was  not  in 
the  binder  nor  on  the  poll  list.  Two  persons  voted  whose 
names  were  not  in  the  binder  but  were  on  the  not  qualified 
list . 

Ward  50  -  Precinct  81.   Two  persons  whose  names  were  not 

in  the  binder  nor  on  the  poll  list 
were  permitted  to  vote.   Both  of  these  persons  have  resided 
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at  the  given  addresses  for  three  years;  and  both  believe 
they  had  been  properly  registered  to  vote. 
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II.  In  the  following  additional  precincts, 

allegations  of  unqualified  voters  were 
investigated  with  the  results  indicated: 

Ward  1  -  Precinct  3.     We  received  information  that  six 

persons  who  did  not  reside  in  the 
precinct  voted.   Our  field  investigation  shows  that  five 
of  the  six  still  reside  in  the  precinct.   The  sixth  person 
lived  at  the  given  address  for  several  years  but  moved  at 
an  undetermined  time;  the  signature  on  his  application 
compared  favorably  with  that  on  file  in  the  binder. 

Ward  1  -  Precinct  28.     Several  allegations  of  unqualified 

voters  were  made.   These  allega- 
tions proved  to  be  unfounded.   One  person  was  found  listed 
on  the  poll  list  and  in  the  binder.  Another  person,  whose 
name  was  not  in  the  binder  but  on  the  poll  list,  properly 
voted  by  filing  a  Form  11  affidavit.   A  third  person  was 
alleged  to  be  a  ghost  voter.   We  located  the  subject  and 
determined  that  he  resided  at  the  given  address  on  the  day 
of  the  election  but  moved  on  December  31,  1960. 
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Ward  2  -  Precinct  14.     It  was  alleged  that  a  voter  on 

the  "not  qualified  to  vote"  list 
voted.   We  examined  the  application  and  determined  that  the 
name  of  the  person  on  the  "not  qualified  to  vote"  list, 
was  in  the  binder  and  on  the  poll  list.   Other  allegations 
received  realted  to  illegal  instruction.  We  interviewed 
three  Judges  and  determined  that  no  illegal  procedure  was 
followed.  We  also  received  allegations  as  to  possible 
forgeries.  We  examined  the  applications  and  all  of  the 
applications  compared  favorably  with  the  binder. 

Ward  2  -  Precinct  17.     The  poll  watchers  claimed  that  one 

person  voted  without  completing  an 
application  and  that  another  person  who  voted  was  challenged 
by  the  watchers  because  she  did  not  live  in  the  precinct. 
The  watchers'  report  indicates  that  they  did  not  know  the 
name  of  the  person  who  voted  without  completing  an  application; 
and  we  have  been  unable  to  identify  this  person.   The 
watchers  state  that  the  person  who  was  challenged  satisfac- 
torily explained  her  absence  from  the  precinct,  when  the 
canvass  was  made  in  October;  that  voter's  name  appeared  in 
the  binder  and  she  was  qualified  to  vote. 
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Ward  2  -  Precinct  18.     It  was  alleged  that  a  person 

whose  name  was  not  in  the  binder 
nor  on  the  poll  list  voted.  We  checked  all  applications; 
and  that  person  did  not  vote . 

Ward  2  -  Precinct  60.     A  poll  watcher  charged  that,  as 

a  result  of  a  mistake,  one  person 
voted  twice  on  the  voting  machine.  We  were  unable  to  obtain 
the  name  of  the  voter . 

Ward  3  -  Precinct  5.      We  received  various  information 

of  irregularities  from  the  United 
States  District  Attorney's  Office.  We  were  given  the  name  of 
a  woman  who  had  charged  that  ghost  voters  were  permitted 
to  vote;  the  woman  did  not  respond  to  letters  and  a  telegram 
sent  to  her.  We  were  told  that  persons  who  were  un- 
qualified to  vote  were  permitted  to  vote;  we  determined  that 
the  names  of  the  persons  in  question  appeared  in  the  binder. 
We  were  advised  that  improper  assistance  had  been  given  to 
voters;  we  contacted  the  informant  and  he  denied  having  any 
knowledge . 

Ward  3  -  Precinct  43.     We  were  advised  by  the  Office  of 

the  United  States  District 
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Attorney  that  a  woman  had  reported  that  persons  were 
voting  whose  names  were  not  in  the  binder.   We  spoke  with 
that  woman.   She  stated  that  several  persons,  whose  names 
were  not  in  the  binder  were  not  permitted  to  vote.   She 
said  the  information  she  had  given  to  the  United  States 
District  Attorney  was  not  accurate  and  she  knew  of  no 
irregularities.  We  also  contacted  another  informant  with 
respect  to  alleged  illegal  assistance  and  other  ir- 
regularities.  That  informant  told  us  that  he  had  no 
information  about  this  precinct  and  that  the  information 
received  by  us  from  the  United  States  District  Attorney's 
Office  was  not  accurate . 

Ward  3  -  Precinct  57.     We  received  a  list  of  thirty  names 

from  the  North  Side  Honest  Election 
Committee  captioned  "Persons  Not  Qualified  to  Vote".   We 
examined  all  the  applications  in  this  precinct  and  deter- 
mined that  none  of  those  persons  voted. 

Ward  4  -  Precinct  1.      A  complaint  was  made  that  a  large 

number  of  persons  not  residing 
in  this  precinct  were  permitted  to  vote.   We  sent  the 
complainant  a  letter  on  February  8,  1961,  and  a  telegram 
on  March  6,  1961,  requesting  him  to  appear  in  our  offices  to 
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supply  the  details  of  this  charge.   The  complainant  did  not 
respond  to  our  invitation. 

Ward  4  -  Precinct  3.      It  was  charged  that  a  particular 

voter  had  two  cards  in  the  binder. 
Our  records  examination  disclosed  that  the  voter  only 
voted  once. 

Ward  4  -  Precinct  13.     It  was  alleged  that  a  particular 

voter  had  two  cards  in  the  binder. 
It  was  not  charged  that  he  voted  twice.   We  did  no  investigation 

Ward  4  -  Precinct  15.     We  received  information  from  the 

Office  of  the  United  States  District 
Attorney  that  an  informant  had  complained  of  ghost  voting. 
We  interviewed  the  informant.  He  stated  that  prior  to 
November  8,  1960,  he  had  received  several  pieces  of  mail 
containing  campaign  literature  addressed  to  a  man  and  his 
wife,  neither  of  whom  lived  with  the  informant.  He  did  not 
know  why  the  postman  put  the  letters  in  his  mail  box;  and 
he  did  not  know  the  name  to  whom  the  letters  had  been 
addressed.  He  no  longer  had  the  envelopes.   He  stated  that 
he  had  read  in  the  newspapers  that  the  District  Attorney's 
Office  wanted  such  information;  therefore,  he  called  the 
Office  of  the  District  Attorney.   He  did  not  know  if  these 
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persons  had  voted  and  had  no  other  information.   The 
District  Attorney's  Office  also  gave  us  the  name  of  a  woman 
who  claimed  to  have  knowledge  of  improper  assistance.   We 
sent  the  woman  a  letter  on  February  1,  1961,  and  a  telegram 
on  February  14,  1961,  asking  her  to  appear  in  our  offices. 
She  did  not  respond  to  our  invitation. 

Ward  4  -  Precinct  24.     We  received  allegations  that 

unqualified  voters  were  permitted 
to  vote.   Two  persons,  whose  names  were  not  in  the  binder 
nor  on  the  poll  list ,  executed  applications  which  were 
marked  "void".   We  interviewed  those  persons  and  they  stated 
that  they  did  not  vote.   It  was  also  alleged  that  five  persons 
who  did  not  live  in  the  precinct  were  permitted  to  vote. 
We  examined  all  applications  filed  and  determined  that  these 
five  persons  did  not  vote. 

Ward  4  -  Precinct  27.     Allegations  of  voting  by  unqualified 

voters  were  made.   First,  it  was 
charged  that  two  false  absentee  ballots  were  filed.   Our 
investigation  disclosed  that  the  two  persons  cast  absentee 
ballots  stating  under  oath  that  they  were  employees  of  the 
United  States  of  America  Veterans  Administration  Department. 
Second,  it  was  alleged  that  thirty-eight  persons,  whose 
names  were  not  in  the  binder,  were  permitted  to  vote.   Our 
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investigation  disclosed  that  thirty-seven  of  the  thirty- 
eight  had  cards  in  the  binder;  the  one  exception  properly 
voted  by  obtaining  a  certificate  from  the  Board  of  Election 
Commissioners.   Third,  it  was  charged  that  two  persons, 
whose  names  were  not  in  the  binder  nor  on  the  poll  list, 
voted.   One  of  those  two  voted  upon  filing  a  certificate 
obtained  from  the  Board  of  Election  Commissioners.  The 
second  was  Betty  Burdeen ,  1225  E.  47th  Street.  She  com- 
pleted a  Form  11  affidavit.   Our  investigation  disclosed 
that  she  has  resided  at  the  given  address  since  1918. 
She  stated  that  she  went  to  the  Board  of  Election 
Commissioners  and  obtained  a  certificate  to  vote;  however, 
that  certificate  was  apparently  not  returned  by  the  Judges. 
Fourth,  it  was  alleged  in  a  newspaper  article  on  December 
10,  I960,  that  a  "ghost"  voted  although  the  "home"  was  a 
vacant  lot.  This  allegation  concerned  Beatrice  Murphy, 
4737  S.  Woodlawn.  Our  investigation  disclosed  that  Beatrice 
Murphy  lives  at  4734  S.  Woodlawn  and  has  lived  there  since 
April,  i960. 

Ward  4  -  Precinct  31.     We  received  information  from  the 

Committee  on  Honest  Elections 
that  votes  had  been  cast  by  a  person  who  was  deceased 
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and  by  one  who  had  moved.  Me   checked  the  two  subjects  and 
found  that  they  are  husband  and  wife ,  are  both  alive  and 
have  lived  at  the  given  address  for  the  past  three  years. 
We  also  were  advised  that  four  persons  on  the  "not  qualified" 
list  had  voted.   Each  of  these  persons  were  listed  in  the 
binder. 

Ward  4  -  Precinct  34.     A  civic  committee  reported  that 

twenty -seven  persons  not  listed 
on  the  poll  list  voted.   We  interviewed  the  poll  watcher, 
who  told  us  that  these  twenty-seven  persons'  names  were  in 
the  binder  and  that  there  were  no  other  irregularities. 

Ward  4  -  Precinct  42.     It  was  charged  that  a  woman  voted 

twice.   Our  field  investigation 
disclosed  that  two  women  with  the  same  name  lived  at  the 
same  address  and  that  both  women  voted.   One  person  not 
in  the  binder  and  not  on  the  poll  list  voted. 

Ward  4  -  Precinct  58.     It  was  reported  that  duplicate 

cards  appeared  in  the  binder  for 
a  particular  voter.   Since  no  charge  of  double  voting  was 
made  we  made  no  further  investigation. 
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Ward  4  -  Precinct  60.     It  was  charged  that  a  number  of 

voters  voted  twice.   We  made  a 
record  examination  and  checked  all  applications.   No  double 
voting  occurred.   The  only  irregularity  was  that  one  person 
whose  name  was  not  in  the  binder  nor  on  the  poll  list 
voted. 

Ward  4  -  Precinct  64.     It  was  alleged  that  a  person  was 

permitted  to  vote  although  his 
name  appeared  on  the  "not  qualified"  list.   Since  his  card 
was  in  the  binder,  he  was  entitled  to  vote.   Other  charges 
of  unqualified  voters  were  not  borne  out  by  our  examination. 

Ward  4  -  Precinct  69.     It  was  charged  that  one  person 

voted  twice.   Our  investigation 
disclosed  that  there  were  two  persons  (father  and  son)  with 
the  same  name.   It  was  also  charged  that  applications  were 
forged  for  seven  voters.   Our  investigators  contacted  each 
of  those  seven  and  determined  that  each  of  them  voted. 

Ward  4  -  Precinct  77.     It  was  alleged  that  the  Democratic 

precinct  captain  voted  twice.   We 
alphabetized  all  applications  and  found  no  application  for 
the  subject. 
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Ward  4  -  Precinct  81.     We  received  complaints  to  the 

effect  that  a  number  of  persons 
whose  names  were  in  the  binder  but  not  on  the  poll  list 
voted.   Since  such  voters  are  entitled  to  vote  we  took  no 
action . 

Ward  5  -  Precinct  14.     The  District  Attorney's  Office 

informed  us  of  general  allegations 
of  ghost  voters  and  improper  assistance.   We  sent  telegrams 
to  the  informants  on  February  14,  1961.   We  have  been  unable 
to  contact  one  of  them.   The  other  appeared  in  the  office 
on  February  16,  1961,  and  stated  that  prior  to  November 
8,  1960  he  received  several  pieces  of  mail  containing  campaign 
literature  addressed  to  a  man  and  his  wife  who  did  not  live 
there.   He  did  not  remember  the  names  of  the  parties  to  whom 
the  letter  was  addressed,  nor  does  he  know  whether  those 
persons  lived  in  another  apartment  in  the  building.   He  does 
not  remember  what  he  did  with  the  letters  and  he  thinks  he 
probably  threw  them  away.   He  does  not  know  anyone  else  in 
the  building.   He,  in  fact,  does  not  reside  in  the  14th 
Precinct  in  the  5th  Ward,  but  in  the  15th  Precinct  of  the 
5th  Ward.   He  advised  us  that  after  he  read  in  the  news- 
paper that  the  United  States  Attorney  invited  persons  with 
information  relating  to  elections  to  contact  him,  he  called 
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the  United  States  Attorney's  Office,  told  them  he  received 
this  mail  and  this  is  the  basis  of  the  allegation  about 
ghost  voters . 

Ward  5  -  Precinct  21.     The  Republican  Ward  Committeeman 

of  the  5th  Ward  reported  to  us 
that  a  number  of  persons  who  had  cards  in  the  binder  and 
were  on  the  "not  qualified  to  vote"  list  were  permitted  to 
vote.   We  determined  that  the  Judges  contacted  the  Board 
of  Election  Commissioners  and  were  advised  to  permit  those 
persons  to  vote. 

Ward  5  -  Precinct  22.     We  received  a  complaint  that  two 

persons  who  were  not  in  the  binder 
nor  on  the  poll  list  voted.   Our  investigation  disclosed  that 
one  did  not  file  an  application;  and  the  other  had  a  card 
in  the  binder. 

Ward  5  -  Precinct  45.     We  received  a  complaint  that  a 

person  was  denied  the  right  to  vote 
We  determined  that  her  name  was  neither  in  the  binder  nor 
on  the  poll  list,  and,  therefore,  she  was  not  entitled  to 
vote. 
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Ward  5  -  Precinct  51.     It  was  alleged  that  a  person  whose 

name  was  not  in  the  binder  nor  on 
the  poll  list  was  permitted  to  vote.   We  found  that  person's 
name  on  the  supplemental  list  as  qualified  to  vote.   It  was 
also  alleged  that  ten  persons  whose  names  were  not  in  the 
binder  voted.   Our  investigation  disclosed  that  each  of  these 
ten  persons ,  all  of  whom  filed  applications  ,  had  cards  in 
the  binder. 

Ward  5  -  Precinct  52.     The  District  Attorney's  Office 

advised  us  that  an  informant  had 
knowledge  regarding  double  voting.   We  interviewed  the 
informant.   He  told  us  that  on  one  occasion  a  voter 
completed  an  application  and  entered  one  of  the  voting 
machines;  that  he  heard  the  bell  ring,  indicating  a  vote 
had  been  cast;  and  that  immediately  thereafter  the  bell 
rang  again,  indicating  that  the  voter  had  voted  a  second 
time.   The  informant  had  no  knowledge  as  to  the  name  of 
the  person  who  allegedly  voted  twice.   The  informant  had  no 
other  complaints.   Since  we  did  not  have  sufficient  in- 
formation, we  proceeded  no  further. 

Ward  6  -  Precinct  35.     It  was  alleged  that  two  persons 

who  voted  were  not  qualified  to 
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vote  because  they  had  moved  prior  to  November  8,  1960.   Our 

investigation  determined  that  the  voters  are  the  owners  of 

the  building  at  the  given  address  and  that  they  lived  there 
on  November  8,  1960. 

Ward  14  -  Precinct  49.    It  was  alleged  that  three  persons 

voted  twice.   We  determined  that 
one  of  the  persons  did  not  file  an  application  and  the  other 
two  had  each  filed  only  one  application  to  vote.   It  was 
also  alleged  that  nineteen  persons  voted  although  their 
names  were  neither  in  the  binder  nor  on  the  poll  list.  We 
determined  that  thirteen  of  those  names  appeared  in  the 
binder.   The  six  persons  whose  names  were  not  in  the  binder 
did  not  file  applications  to  vote. 

Ward  17  -  Precinct  5.     The  United  States  District  Attorney's 

Office  gave  us  a  general  allegation 
of  ghost  voting.  We  interviewed  the  informant.  He  told  us 
that  someone  told  him  that  persons  were  voting  who  were  not 
residents.   He  did  not  remember  the  name  of  the  person  who 
told  him. 

Ward  19  -  Precinct  43.    It  was  alleged  that  two  persons 

(father  and  son)  voted  although  they 
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lived  in  a  suburban  community.  We  determined  that  the 
subjects  had  not  registered  to  vote  in  the  suburban 
community . 

Ward  19  -  Precinct  48.    It  was  alleged  that  a  person  had 

stated  that  she  cast  absentee 
ballots  for  her  son  and  daughter-in-law.   Our  records 
examination  disclosed  that  no  absentee  ballots  had  been 
filed  in  the  names  of  those  persons . 

Ward  19  -  Precinct  66.    It  was  alleged  that  a  person  voted 

although  he  had  moved  to  the 
suburbs  prior  to  the  election.   Our  investigation  disclosed 
that  this  person  resides  with  his  parents  in  the  precinct, 
that  his  only  registration  is  in  this  precinct,  and  that  he 
is  not  registered  in  the  suburb. 

Ward  24  -  Precinct  6.     A  watcher  reported  that  five 

persons  voted  although  they  did 
not  reside  in  the  precinct.  We  conducted  an  investigation 
and  determined  that  three  of  the  five  had  moved  shortly 
before  the  election  and  the  other  two  were  unknown. 
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Ward  24  -  Precinct  13.    It  was  alleged  that  a  woman  was 

permitted  to  cast  two  votes.   We 
were  unable  to  locate  the  watcher  who  made  this  report; 
and  although  we  visited  the  given  address  a  number  of  times, 
we  were  unable  to  locate  the  voter. 

Ward  24  -  Precinct  29.    We  received  a  general  allegation  of 

ghost  voting  from  the  United  States 
District  Attorney's  Office.   We  were  told  that  the  information 
came  from  an  anonymous  and  confidential  source.  Accordingly, 
we  could  proceed  no  further  in  this  matter. 

Ward  24  -  Precinct  54.    It  was  reported  that  double  voting 

was  carried  on  by  the  use  of  two 
similar  names.   We  determined  that  neither  of  the  two  names 
were  on  any  of  the  applications  in  this  precinct.   In 
addition,  a  large  number  of  persons  were  challenged  in  this 
precinct.   We  did  not,  however,  have  sufficient  information 
upon  which  to  base  a  canvass. 

Ward  24  -  Precinct  57.    It  was  alleged  that  a  Judge  had 

permitted  a  person  to  vote  although 
that  person's  binder  card  had  already  been  checked  as  voting. 
The  watcher's  report  indicates,  however,  that  there  was  only 
one  such  incident  and  it  resulted  from  the  voting  machine 
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having  been  jammed  when  the  voter  entered.   The  voter  returned 
later  in  the  day  and  was  permitted  to  vote. 

Ward  27  -  Precinct  19.    Two  instances  of  alleged  double 

voting  were  reported.  Each  of 
the  names  involved  was  checked;  and  only  one  application  for 
each  was  found.   The  signatures  on  each  of  the  two 
applications  compared  favorably  with  the  signature  on  file 
in  the  binder.   It  was  also  reported  that  the  Judges  had 
rendered  illegal  assistance.  We  investigation  persons  who 
had  completed  assistance  affidavits;  and  we  determined  that 
each  of  those  persons  were  physically  disabled  or  illiterate. 

Ward  27  -  Precinct  23.    We  were  advised  that  a  certain 

person  voted  although  he  was  on 
the  "not  qualified"  list.   We  checked  the  applications  and 
determined  that  the  subject  did  not  file  an  application  to 
vote. 

Ward  27  -  Precinct  35.    The  District  Attorney  advised  us 

of  the  name  of  an  informant  who 
claimed  individuals  were  permitted  to  vote  although  their 
names  were  not  in  the  binder  nor  on  the  poll  list.   We  sent 
the  informant  a  letter  and  telegram  asking  her  to  come  to 
our  offices  and  give  us  further  information.   The  informant 
did  not  respond  to  our  invitation. 
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Ward  27  -  Precinct  52.    We  received  the  following  information 

from  the  United  States  District 
Attorney's  Office:   "Allegation  of  vote  buying  information 
was  received  by  us  through  the  F.B.I."  We  were  unable  to 
obtain  any  further  information  on  the  subject  from  the 
District  Attorney.   Since  we  did  not  have  sufficient  in- 
formation, we  proceeded  no  further. 

Ward  29  -  Precinct  20.    It  was  alleged  that  a  woman  voter 

was  not  permitted  to  vote  because 
her  sister-in-law  had  voted  for  her.   Our  investigation 
determined  that  the  woman  attempted  to  vote  at  5:30  P.M.  but 
was  told  she  could  not  vote  because  she  had  already  voted. 
This  was  due  to  the  fact  that  the  Judges  had  checked  the 
wrong  card  when  the  woman's  sister-in-law,  with  a  similar 
name,  had  voted  earlier  in  the  day. 

Ward  29  -  Precinct  36.    Information  was  received  from  the 

United  States  District  Attorney's 
Office  that  a  particular  subject  voted  from  this  precinct 
although  he  resides  in  McHenry  County.   The  subject's  name 
appears  in  the  binder  and  on  the  poll  list;  he  filed  an 
application.   Our  investigators  could  not  contact  him  at  the 
given  address.   The  janitor  at  that  address  told  our 


-  38  - 


investigators  that  the  subject  moved  the  day  after  the 
election.   We  were  advised  by  the  County  Clerk  of  McHenry 
County  that  the  subject  had  not  registered  to  vote  in 
that  county. 

Ward  29  -  Precinct  37.    It  was  alleged  that  two  persons 

not  residing  in  the  precinct 
were  permitted  to  vote.   One  of  the  two  voted  from  the 
address  of  his  hardware  store.  We  determined  that  he  did 
not  vote  from  his  home  address.  The  other  person  was  a 
legal  voter  in  that  her  name  appeared  in  the  binder  and  on 
the  poll  list.   Our  investigators,  however,  were  unable  to 
locate  this  person. 

Ward  29  -  Precinct  50.    It  was  charged  that  eight  persons 

with  the  same  last  name  were 
listed  on  the  poll  list  as  qualified  voters  although  none 
of  them  lived  in  the  precinct.   We  checked  the  poll  list 
and  found  that  the  list  contained  only  one  individual  with 
the  given  last  name.   We  were  advised  that  this  family 
actually  resided  in  Niles  Township;  but  the  County  Clerk's 
file  disclosed  no  voters  in  that  township  with  the  given 
last  name. 
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Ward  33  -  Precinct  19.    A  medical  doctor  was  reported  to 

have  voted  from  his  office  address. 
His  name  appears  in  the  binder  and  on  the  poll  list  and  he 
voted.   We  interviewed  the  doctor,  who  stated  that  he  voted 
in  this  precinct  because  he  had  an  office  and  sleeping 
quarters  in  the  precinct.   He  did  not  vote  from  his  home 
address . 

Ward  35  -  Precinct  31.    It  was  alleged  that  the  Judges 

covered  up  an  overcast  of  two 
votes  by  filling  out  two  applications  for  persons  who  did 
not  actually  vote.   We  checked  out  all  applications.   We 
also  canvassed  for  the  last  two  and  first  two  votes  cast. 
In  all  cases  we  were  able  to  verify  that  the  person  who 
filed  the  application  in  fact  voted. 

Ward  37  -  Precinct  50.    We  were  advised  that  a  deceased 

person  who  was  listed  on  the  poll 
list  may  have  voted.   We  made  an  examination  of  all  the 
applications  in  this  precinct  and  that  person  did  not  vote. 

Ward  37  -  Precinct  64.    It  was  charged  that  a  named  person 

who  was  not  in  the  binder  attempted 
to  vote.   We  ascertained  that  the  person's  name  did  not 
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appear  in  the  binder  but  appeared  on  the  poll  list.   He 
filed  a  form  11  affidavit.   It  was  further  charged  that 
another  person  voted  although  she  lives  in  Oak  Park.   Our 
investigation  showed  that  her  name  appeared  in  the  binder 
but  she  did  not  vote. 

Ward  38  -  Precinct  13.    A  named  person  was  said  to  have 

voted  from  6022  Cornelia  although 
he  resides  in  River  Forest.   His  name  was  in  the  binder  and 
on  the  poll  list;  and  he  voted.  We  interviewed  him;  and 
he  stated  that  he  resided  at  the  Cornelia  address  with  his 
cousins.  He  is  a  student  at  Loyola  University.  His  father 
has  property  located  in  River  Forest,  but  the  son  is  not 
registered  to  vote  in  River  Forest. 

Ward  38  -  Precinct  39.    The  United  State's  District 

Attorney's  Office  reported: 
"There  was  an  allegation  that  a  (man)  and  his  wife,  a 
Democratic  precinct  captain,  an  employee  of  the  City  of 
Chicago  and  his  wife  were  casting  their  ballots  in  the  39th 
precinct  as  well  as  the  precinct  where  their  home  is 
located  in  Park  Ridge ,  Illinois."  Our  investigation 
disclosed  that  the  man  voted  in  the  39th  precinct  of  the 
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38th  Ward.   No  other  person  with  that  name  voted  in  this 
precinct.   Our  examination  of  the  County  Clerk's  records 
showed  that  his  wife  is  registered  to  vote  in  Park  Ridge, 
Illinois.   Our  investigator  interviewed  him  at  his  home 
on  West  Eddy  St.,  where  he  advised  the  investigator  that  he 
had  resided  at  this  address  for  the  past  fourteen  years. 
He  also  told  the  investigator  that  he  and  his  wife  are 
separated  and  that  she  lives  in  Park  Ridge. 

Ward  39  -  Precinct  4.     The  United  States  District  Attorney's 

Office  reported:   "William  Lareno , 
4938  North  Avenue,  voted  by  absentee  ballot  although  he  is 
only  19  years  old."  Our  investigation  discloses  that  there 
was  no  application  filed  for  a  William  Lareno. 

Ward  39  -  Precinct  51.    We  received  information  that  three 

non-residents  voted.   One  of  the 
three  did  not  execute  an  application.  A  second  person  voted 
after  filing  a  form  11  affidavit  bearing  the  notation: 
"Talked  with  Mrs.  Bartelemin  at  the  B  of  E.  Has  moved,  but 
said  furniture  is  left  at  the  apartment".  The  subject  moved 
in  October  to  Round  Lake,  Illinois.   The  third  person  voted 
by  filing  a  form  11  which  had  the  notation:   "Is  on  the 
polling  list  and  binder  -  called  Mrs.  Bartelemin  at  B  of  E" . 
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We  ascertained  that  this  subject  still  resides  at  the 
given  address . 

Ward  40  -  Precinct  28.    We  interviewed  an  informant  who 

stated  that  a  certain  person  voted 
although  he  did  not  live  in  the  precinct.  The  informant 
told  us  that  his  information  was  by  hearsay.  We  examined 
the  applications  and  discovered  that  the  suspect  had  not 
executed  any  application  and  did  not  vote. 

Ward  42  -  Precinct  6.     A  poll  watcher  who  made  challenges 

during  the  day  indicated  in  his 
report  that  the  pre-election  convass  was  unreliable  and  that 
he  had  withdrawn  his  challenges  at  the  end  of  the  day.   No 
other  irregularities  were  noted. 

Ward  42  -  Precinct  10.    It  was  alleged  that  a  non-resident 

was  permitted  to  vote  without 
challenge.  The  subject  was  listed  on  the  poll  list  and  voted 
only  in  this  precinct. 

Ward  42  -  Precinct  18.    The  United  States  District  Attorney's 

Office  reported  that  a  certain 
named  person  was  permitted  to  vote  although  she  was  un- 
qualified.  Our  investigation  showed  that  her  name  was  listed 
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on  the  supplemental  poll  list  as  a  person  qualified  to  vote. 

Ward  42  -  Precinct  21.    Eleven  challenged  persons  voted 

after  filing  form  1  affidavits. 
We  canvassed  for  those  eleven.   We  determined  that  eight 
of  them  still  reside  at  the  given  addresses  ,  two  moved  after 
the  election  and  one  could  not  be  located. 

Ward  42  -  Precinct  35.    Twenty  voters  were  challenged  by 

the  North  Side  Committee  for 
Honest  Elections.   We  canvassed  all  twenty  and  determined 
that  eleven  lived  at  the  given  addresses,  four  moved 
subsequent  to  the  election  and  five  could  not  be  located. 

Ward  42  -  Precinct  42.    A  watcher's  report  indicated  that 

three  persons  who  did  not  reside 
in  the  precinct  were  permitted  to  vote.   We  conducted  a 
canvass  and  determined  that  one  of  the  three  resided  at 
the  given  address.   The  other  two  persons  could  not  be 
located  at  the  addresses  given  on  the  poll  list  or  in  the 
binder. 

Ward  42  -  Precinct  46.    It  was  alleged  that  unqualified 

persons  were  permitted  to  vote. 
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We  made  an  examination  and  found  their  names  were  in  the 
binder  or  on  the  poll  list.   It  was  also  alleged  that  one 
person  voted  from  an  address  which  is  a  vacant  lot.  We 
determined  that  the  voter  voted  by  absentee  ballot  as  a 
service-man. 

Ward  42  -  Precinct  49.    Three  voters  who  were  challenged 

by  the  North  Side  Committee  for 
Honest  Elections  executed  form  1  affidavits.   One  voter 
moved  in  January  1,  1961.  Another  voter  is  still  residing 
on  the  premises  and  the  third  voter  moved  in  January ,  1961 . 

Ward  42  -  Precinct  51.    It  was  alleged  that  persons  had 

been  permitted  to  vote  who  did 
not  reside  in  the  precinct.  These  persons,  it  was  said, 
were  challenged  by  the  watchers.  Our  examination  of  the 
precinct  records  disclosed  that  two  voters  had  completed 
Form  1  challenged  voters'  affidavits.  Our  investigation 
disclosed  that  these  persons  reside  in  the  precinct. 

Ward  42  -  Precinct  56.    It  was  reported  to  the  State's 

Attorney's  Office  that  a  person 
had  a  card  in  the  binder  although  she  had  died  in  1951. 
We  determined  that  no  application  to  vote  was  filed  in 
the  name  of  this  person. 
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Ward  42  -  Precinct  59.    We  made  a  canvass  for  seventeen 

suspected  persons .   Twelve  of  the 
seventeen  resided  at  the  given  addresses;  the  other  five 
could  not  be  located  by  our  investigators. 

Ward  43  -  Precinct  4.     The  North  Side  Committee  for 

Honest  Elections  listed  twelve 
suspects.   We  canvassed  for  those.   Six  still  reside  at  the 
given  addresses;  two  moved  after  the  election;  one  moved 
prior  to  the  election;  and  three  could  not  be  located.   The 
house -holder  who  executed  the  supporting  form  1  affidavit  for 
the  three  persons  who  could  not  be  located  is  a  75-year  old 
woman  who ,  when  interviewed,  insisted  that  those  persons  did 
reside  in  the  precinct. 

Ward  43  -  Precinct  8.     We  made  a  limited  canvass  of 

suspect  voters  in  this  precinct. 
That  canvass  disclosed  that  allegations  made  were  not 
substantiated. 

Ward  43  -  Precinct  10.    We  checked  on  five  suspected  voters 

We  determined  that  two  still 
resided  at  the  given  addresses;  one  moved  after  the  election; 
and  two  could  not  be  located. 
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Ward  43  -  Precinct  14.    We  were  advised  by  a  poll  watcher 

that  seven  persons  were  permitted 
to  vote  by  filing  a  challenged  voter's  affidavit,  form  1, 
although  they  did  not  reside  in  the  precinct.   Our  field 
investigation  discloses  that  three  of  the  seven  resided 
at  the  addresses  given  and  four  are  unknown. 

Ward  43  -  Precinct  21.    It  was  reported  that  six  persons  who 

filed  form  1  (Challenged  Voter's 
Affidavit)  did  not  reside  in  the  precinct.   Our  investigation 
disclosed  that  five  of  those  six  resided  at  the  given 
addresses . 

Ward  43  -  Precinct  26.     It  was  reported  that  three  persons 

who  were  not  residents  of  the 
precinct  were  permitted  to  vote  on  November  8,  1960.   We 
conducted  a  canvass  and  determined  that  each  of  the  three 
persons  resided  at  the  given  addresses. 

Ward  43  -  Precinct  29.     It  was  charged  that  one  voter 

who  voted  by  filing  form  1 
(Challenged  Voter's  Affidavit)  was  not  a  resident  of  the 
precinct.   Our  investigation  disclosed  that  the  voter  resided 
at  the  given  address. 
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Ward  43  -  Precinct  32.    We  were  advised  that  one  person 

on  the  suspected  list  of  a  poll 
watching  group  was  permitted  to  vote.   Our  investigation 
determined  that  the  voter  does  reside  at  the  given  address. 

Ward  43  -  Precinct  52.    Five  persons  who  filed  forms  1 

(Challenged  Voter's  Affidavit) 
were  reported  not  to  reside  within  the  precinct.   Our  field 
investigation  determined  that  each  of  the  five  resided 
at  the  given  address. 

Ward  43  -  Precinct  56.    A  poll  watcher  reported  that  he 

challenged  a  number  of  persons 
who  sought  to  vote.   The  watcher's  challenges  were  sustained 
and  these  persons  did  not  vote. 

Ward  44  -  Precinct  60.    We  were  advised  that  five  un- 
qualified voters  voted  although 
they  were  challenged.   Our  records  examination  determined 
that  three  of  the  five  did  not  vote.   The  two  who  voted 
were  found  to  reside  at  the  given  addresses. 

Ward  48  -  Precinct  65.    We  received  from  the  United  States 

District  Attorney's  Office  the 
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name  of  a  person  who  claimed  that  a  particular  voted  twice. 
We  sent  the  informant  a  letter  on  February  2,  1961,  and 
a  telegram  on  February  15,  1961,  inviting  her  to  appear  in 
our  offices .   The  informant  did  not  respond  to  our  invitation 

Ward  49  -  Precinct  57.    We  received  from  the  United 

States  District  Attorney's  Office 
the  name  of  a  person  who  claimed  that  a  particular  individual 
filed  an  absentee  ballot  although  he  had  not  resided  in 
the  precinct  for  fifteen  years.  We  determined  that  the 
suspected  person  did  not  file  an  application  to  vote. 

Ward  50  -  Precinct  37.    It  was  alleged  that  a  person  who 

resided  in  Oak  Park  voted  in  this 
precinct.  We  determined  that  the  person  residing  in  Oak 
Park  has  the  same  name  but  is  a  different  person  from  the 
one  living  in  this  precinct.   We  further  determined  that  this 
voter  is  only  registered  to  vote  in  this  precinct  and  only 
voted  in  this  precinct. 
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We  received  information  that  efforts  were  made  in  the 
following  precincts  to  unlawfully  influence  the  voters'  choice 
of  candidates.   The  influence  alleged  included  the  improper 
assistance  of  voters  by  the  judges,  offers  of  unlawful  induce- 
ments to  affect  the  voters'  choice,  unlawful  instruction  in  the 
use  of  the  voting  machine  or  in  the  method  of  casting  paper 
ballots  and  unlawful  electioneering. 

I.   VOTE  BUYING.     It  was  alleged  that  in  the  following  pre- 
cincts, payments  were  made  or  other  induce- 
ments offered  to  voters  for  the  purpose  of  influencing  their 
selection  of  candidates.   In  each  instance,  we  interviewed  the 
person  making  the  allegation  to  confirm  the  information  which  we 
had  received.   When  we  were  able  to  obtain  the  identities  of  the 
persons  involved  in  the  alleged  vote  buying,  we  interviewed  these 
persons.   The  allegations  which  we  received  and  the  results  of 
our  investigation  are  as  follows: 
Ward  1  -  Precinct  4.  Watchers  reported  that  three  persons  had  been 

paid  by  a  precinct  captain  for  voting.  We 
examined  the  records  and  our  investigators  interviewed  the  judges, 
the  police  officer  and  voters.   Our  investigation  disclosed  that 
those  who  were  alleged  to  have  received  money  for  voting  were  pre- 
cinct workers  who  had  been  compensated  for  their  election  day 

activities.   They  each  denied  receiving  money  for  their  own  vote. 
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It  was  also  alleged  that  a  number  of  persons  had  received 
assistance  in  casting  their  vote  on  the  ground  of  physical  dis- 
ability who  were  not  disabled.   Our  investigation  disclosed  that 
these  persons  were  elderly,  infirm  people  who  were  unable  to  re- 
collect what  assistance  they  had  received. 

Ward  2  -  Precinct  29.      A  watcher's  report  alleged  that  a 

party  worker  "stuffed  money  in  an 
envelope  and  she  was  overheard  asking  a  Democratic  worker  to 
deliver  the  envelope."   The  watcher,  when  interviewed,  stated 
that  a  party  worker  checked  a  poll  list  for  persons  who  had  not 
yet  voted,  wrote  their  names  on  an  envelope  and  placed  several 
dollar  bills  in  this  envelope,  sealed  it  and  put  it  in  her  purse 
This  person,  the  watcher  said,  remained  in  the  polling  place  the 
balance  of  the  day  and  did  not  pass  this  envelope  to  anyone  else 
The  watcher  had  no  further  information  to  relate. 

Ward  2  -  Precinct  33.      A  watcher,  when  interviewed,  stated 

that  on  one  occasion  he  had  observed 
a  precinct  captain  standing  outside  of  the  polling  place  passing 
out  white  slips  of  paper  which  bore  the  legend,  "Free  Lunch". 
The  precinct  captain  refused  to  give  one  of  these  slips  to  the 
watcher.   The  watcher  did  not  know  the  identity  of  any  of  the 
persons  who  had  received  these  slips.   No  additional  information 
was  made  available. 
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Ward  4  -  Several  Precincts.    We  received  a  memorandum  from  the 

Chicago  Daily  News  quoting  Frank 
Green,  Fourth  Ward  Republican  Committeeman,  as  stating  that, 
"the  Democratic  Committeeman  in  this  Ward  had  offered  his  precinct 
captain  a  $100.00  per  precinct  bonus  if  they  obtained  at  least 
400  Democratic  votes  per  precinct."    We  attempted  on  several 
occasions  to  arrange  an  interview  with  Mr.  Green  to  obtain  further 
information  about  his  charges.   He  has  not  responded  to  our  letters 
nor  has  he  responded  to  our  telegrams.   We  made  several  appoint- 
ments with  Mr.  Green  via  the  telephone;   he  did  not  appear  for  an 
interview  on  any  of  the  occasions  when  he  agreed  to  appear. 

Ward  14  -  Precinct  9.  We  received  a  report  that  the 

precinct  captain  had  paid  persons 
for  voting.    We  attempted  to  interview  the  author  of  that  report. 
This  person  failed  to  appear  to  be  interviewed.   We  then  contacted 
this  person  by  telephone.   She  was  unable  to  substantiate  the 
information  we  had  received.   She  stated  that  an  elderly  woman 
had  told  her  that  an  unidentified  person  had  paid  her  and  another 
elderly  tenant  two  dollars  each  for  voting.   This  person  has  since 
been  evicted  from  this  building  and  her  present  whereabouts  are 
unknown.   The  other  tenant  is  feeble,  in  poor  health  and  is 
reportedly  deaf  and  unable  to  understand  English.   The  source  of 
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our  information  stated  that  this  person  could  not  furnish  us 
reliable  information. 

Ward  16  -  Precinct  59.      The  Republican  precinct  captain 

alleged  that  the  Democratic  precinct 
captain  was  buying  votes.   We  interviewed  the  Republican  pre- 
cinct captain  on  February  16,  1961,  and  we  again  interviewed  him 
on  March  24,  1961.   He  had  no  information  as  to  whose  vote  was 
purchased  nor  did  he  supply  any  information  concerning  any  indi- 
vidual who  received  any  money. 

Ward  20  -  Precinct  6.      The  Democratic  precinct  captain  sought 

to  induce  persons  to  exercise  the  right 
to  vote  by  offering  them  a  reward  of  a  drawing  with  prizes  if 
they  voted.   Many  of  the  voters  upon  entering  the  polling  place 
had  the  coupons  in  their  hands  and  asked  the  Judges  where  to 
deposit  these  coupons.   After  the  polls  closed  the  Judges  part- 
icipated in  a  drawing  in  which  slabs  of  bacon  and  hams  were  given 
to  voters  who  held  lucky  tickets.   We  interviewed  forty  persons 
concerning  their  knowledge  of  this  activity. 

Ward  24  -  Precinct  20.      We  received  a  letter  stating  that 

approximately  fifty  elderly  residents 
of  the  Sacred  Heart  Home,  1550  South  Albany  Avenue,  were  each 
paid  One  Dollar  for  voting.   We  made  efforts  to  contact  the  author 
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of  this  letter  but  were  unable. 

We  then  examined  the  precinct  records  and  obtained  from 
the  voters'  applications  the  names  of  the  judges,  the  watchers 
and  other  persons  present,  as  well  as  the  name  of  each  person 
who  voted  from  the  Sacred  Heart  Home.   We  then  interviewed  each 
of  the  judges  and  watchers.   They  denied  knowledge  of  the  alleged 
vote  buying.   We  then  interviewed  each  person  who  had  voted  from 
the  Home.   In  all,  sixty-four  persons  were  interviewed.   These 
included  eleven  nuns  and  fifty -three  residents  of  the  Home.  Each 
of  the  nuns  denied  that  they  had  received  money  for  voting.  They 
also  stated  that  they  had  no  knowledge  of  vote  buying  among  the 
residents  of  the  Home. 

The  residents  are  very  elderly  people,  ranging  in  age  from 
sixty -six  years  to  ninety-one  years.    They  appeared  to  be  feeble 
and  in  poor  health;   each  had  to  be  physically  assisted  during 
our  interviews.   The  majority  of  them  exhibited  symptoms  of 
senility.   Fifty-three  of  the  fifty -four  inmates  stated  that  they 
had  each  received  a  dollar  for  voting.   Fifty -two  of  the  fifty- 
three  voters  were  unable  to  recall  or  identify  the  person  from 
whom  this  money  was  received.   One  person  stated  that  it  was  the 
Democratic  precinct  captain.   We  interviewed  the  captain.   He 
stated  that: 
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"he  did  not  pay  any  voter  to  vote  during 
the  November  8,  1960  Election  .... 
every  day  of  the  year  he  may  give  the 
old  people  a  dollar  or  half  dollar.  The 
Mother  Superior  in  the  Home  is  always 
asking  for  favors  .  .  .  .Residents  stop 
him  to  ask  him  for  a  cigar  or  money  to 
buy  a  little  something  and  (Precinct 
Captain)  would  give  them  a  little  money 
but  again  (Precinct  Captain)  emphasized 
that  he  did  not  pay  for  any  vote  on  this 
election  or  any  election." 


Ward  29  -  Precinct  27 .      We  received  an  anonymous  report  that 

votes  were  being  purchased.  None  of 
the  persons  involved  were  identified  in  this  report  nor  have  we 
been  able  to  locate  the  source  of  the  information. 

Ward  42   -  Precinct  9.      The  United  States  Attorney's  Office 

furnished  us  a  "general  allegation  of 
vote  buying."   No  additional  information  was  made  available  to 
us.   We  have  been  unable  to  obtain  the  names  of  any  persons  in- 
volved or  of  the  persons  from  whom  the  United  States  Attorney 
had  received  their  information. 

Ward  42  -  Precinct  38.      An  allegation  was  received  from  the 

United  States  Attorney's  Office 
"that  pay-offs  were  being  made  to  voters".   We  contacted  the 
person  who  had  given  this  information  to  the  United  States  Attor- 
ney.  That  person  stated  that  on  election  day  he  had  received 
a  telephone  call  from  a  watcher  who  told  him  that  he  believed  one 
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of  the  precinct  captains  was  purchasing  votes.  We  then  inter- 
viewed this  watcher  who  told  us  that  "a  man  from  the  Nixon  re- 
count committee  came  into  the  polling  place  and  advised  him  that 
vote  buying  was  taking  place  out  on  the  street  in  front  of  the 
polling  place."  The  watcher  did  not  know  the  name  of  the  person 
who  had  given  him  this  information  and  had  no  further  facts  to 
relate . 

It  was  also  alleged  that  a  number  of  persons  in  this  pre- 
cinct voted  whose  names  appeared  on  the  "not  qualified  to  vote" 
list.   We  examined  the  records  for  this  precinct  and  compared 
each  voter's  application  with  the  registration  cards  in  the  binder 
Eleven  voters  appeared  on  the  "not  qualified  to  vote"  list.  Ten 
of  these  voters  had  cards  in  the  binder. 

The  watcher  also  noted  that  early  in  the  morning  one,  rather 
than  two,  of  the  Judges  had  been  instructing  voters  on  the  machine 
This  practice  stopped  when  objection  was  made. 

Ward  42  -  Precinct  49.     a  watcher  stated  that  on  one  occasion 

he  had  observed  a  voter  ask  a  precinct 
worker,  "where  is  my  money?"   The  voter,  was  told  to  see  another 
person  to  which  the  voter  responded  that  he  had  already  done  this 
and  had  not  received  any  money.    This  was  the  extent  of  the 
watcher's  information.   He  did  not  know  the  identify  of  the  voter 
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involved  nor  did  he  know  whether  or  not  this  voter  had  received 
money . 

II.   ASCERTAINING  HOW  PERSONS  VOTED. 

In  the  following  precincts  investigations  were  made  of 
instances  in  which  the  secrecy  of  the  ballot  was  violated. 

These  precincts  are  as  follows: 

Ward  28  -  Precinct  51.      Watchers  reports  stated  that  a  party 

worker  had  stood  on  the  staircase  ad- 
joining one  of  the  voting  machines  from  which  position  "he  could 
look  directly  into  one  of  the  voting  machines."   Three  watchers 
were  interviewed.   Our  investigation  disclosed  that  the  party 
worker  had  been  in  this  position  on  only  one  occasion  during  the 
day  during  which  time  no  one  was  in  the  voting  machine .   When 
the  watcher  pointed  out  the  position  of  the  precinct  worker  to 
one  of  the  Judges  that  worker  was  directed  to  station  himself  in 
another  part  of  the  room,  which  he  did. 

Ward  35  -  Precinct  40.      The  evening  before  the  election  a 

precinct  captain  and  two  of  his  assist- 
ants were  permitted  by  the  Judges  to  place  the  voting  machine  so 
as  to  permit  them  to  observe  the  inside  of  the  machine  while  votes 
were  being  cast.   The  front  of  the  machine  faced  the  rear  of  the 
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polling  place  and  was  not  opposite  the  table  where  the  Judges 
were  to  be  seated  during  the  day.   The  arrangement  was  made  with 
the  knowledge  and  consent  of  some  of  the  Judges.   On  election  day 
party  workers  were  in  a  position  to  observe  the  manner  in  which 
persons  cast  their  vote  within  the  machine . 

Ward  39  -  Precinct  35.     A  watcher  stated  that  she  observed 

one  of  the  Judges  looking  into  the 
voting  machine  while  an  elderly  woman  was  voting.  A  precinct 
captain,  complained  about  this  and  this  practice  stopped. 
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III.       IMPROPER  ASSISTANCE 

In  the  following  precincts,  it  was  alleged  that  voters 
were  improperly  assisted  in  the  use  of  the  voting  machine  or  in 
casting  the  paper  ballots.   Allegations  were  made  that  voters  were 
given  assistance  who  were  neither  illiterate  nor  physically  disabled 
and  therefore  not  entitled  to  such  assistance;  or  that  voters  were 
assisted  who  did  not  execute  affidavits  attesting  to  their  illiteracy 
or  physical  incapacity;  or  that  the  assistance  was  furnished  by  one 
judge  rather  than  by  two  judges  as  required  by  law. 

Our  investigation  of  these  allegations  was  conducted  in 
the  following  manner: 

(1)  We  reviewed  the  watchers  reports  to  determine  whether 
the  allegations  were  sufficient  to  warrant  action.   If  the  allegations 
were  sufficient,  we  then  interviewed  the  watchers. 

(2)  If  the  information  furnished  during  our  interview 
with  the  watchers  warranted  further  action,  we  then  examined  the 
precinct  records.   Our  record  examination  disclosed  the  names  and 
addresses  of  the  election  judges,  the  challengers  and  police  officers 
and  all  assisted  voters  who  had  completed  affidavits  (Form  2). 

(3)  We  then  interviewed  the  judges,  voters  and  watchers 
to  determine  whether  the  persons  to  whom  assistance  was  furnished: 

(a)  Were  illiterate  or  physically  incapacitated; 

(b)  Whether  they  had  executed  an  assisted  voters 
affidavit  (Form  2);  and 

(c)  Whether  the  assistance  was  given  by  two  judges 
of  opposite  political  parties. 
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Ward  1  -  Precinct  14.   The  watchers  alleged  that  voters  who  had 

received  assistance  because  of  physical 
disability  were  not  entitled  to  such  aid.   A  record  examination 
disclosed  that  nine  assisted  voter  affidavits  had  been  completed. 
We  interviewed  several  of  these  persons  and  determined  that  those 
assisted  were  illiterate. 

Ward  1  -  Precinct  21.   It  was  alleged  that  the  judges  had  assisted 

one  voter  on  the  machine  with  the  curtains 
closed  without  requiring  an  assisted  voters  affidavit.   The  watcher 
noted  that  this  practice  stopped  when  objection  was  made. 

Ward  1  -  Precinct  42.   It  was  alleged  that  one  judge  had  entered  the 

voting  machine  to  assist  voters  who  were  not 
entitled  to  assistance.   The  watcher  stated  that  this  practice 
stopped  when  objection  was  made. 

Ward  2  -  Precinct  20.    A  watcher's  report  alleged  that  voters  were 

not  properly  assisted  in  the  use  of  the 
machine.   However,  when  interviewed,  the  watcher  stated  that  the 
judges  followed  the  proper  procedures,  both  when  instructing  and 
when  assisting  voters. 

Ward  2  -  Precinct  22.   One  of  the  watchers  noted  that  voters  were 

not  properly  assisted  in  the  use  of  the 
machine.   The  report  of  another  watcher,  however,  stated  that 
assistance  was  properly  furnished. 
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Ward  2  -  Precinct  64.   Voters  were  assisted  who  were  neither 

illiterate  nor  physically  disabled.   This 
assistance  was  furnished  by  one,  rather  than  two  judges.   The  model 
machine,  it  was  alleged,  was  never  used  for  instruction.   This 
practice  stopped  at  about  9:00  a.m.  when  objection  was  made. 

Ward  11  -  Precinct  64.   We  received  a  letter  from  a  voter  in  this 

precinct  stating  that  the  Democratic  precinct 
captain  had  entered  the  voting  machine  with  voters  and  had  pulled  the 
lever  for  them.   We  interviewed  the  judges,  the  precinct  captain,  and 
the  person  making  the  complaint .   The  precinct  captain  denied  that  he 
had  assisted  voters  in  the  use  of  the  machine.   The  judges  stated 
that  all  assistance  was  given  by  2  judges  and  that  affidavits  were 
required  from  the  voters.   When  interviewed  the  complainant  stated 
that  she  saw  the  democratic  precinct  captain  enter  the  machine  with 
the  voter  on  one  occasion.   She  did  not  recall  whether  any  of  the 
judges  were  present.   She  said  she  did  not  see  the  precinct  captain 
pull  any  levers  for  the  voter. 

Ward  24  -  Precinct  23.   The  watchers'  reports  stated  that  approximately 

twenth  percent  of  the  voters  received  assist- 
ance in  the  use  of  the  machine  without  completing  the  required 
affidavits.   The  reports  stated  that  "so  many  people  needed  assistance 
that  the  judges  just  didn't  take  time  to  make  out  affidavits.   The 
people  who  needed  assistance  were  either  illiterate  or  ignorant  of 
the  operation  of  the  machine."   We  interviewed  the  watchers,  who 
stated  that  the  model  machine  was  not  used  for  instruction.   As  a 
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result,  many  voters,  after  entering  the  machine,  opened  the  curtains 
and  asked  for  help.   Two,  although  sometimes  only  one,  of  the  judges 
would  assist  the  voters  with  the  curtains  open.   In  some  instances 
the  curtains  remained  open  while  the  voter  cast  his  vote. 

Ward  24  -  Precinct  48.   A  watcher's  report  stated  that  the  judges 

were  improperly  assisting  voters  in  the 
use  of  the  machine.   We  examined  the  records  for  this  precinct,  which 
revealed  no  additional  irregularities.   Pour  of  the  watchers  were 
interviewed.   One  watcher  stated  that  one  of  the  judges  would  enter 
the  machine  with  the  voter  and  would  place  the  voter's  hand  on  the 
Democratic  lever.   The  three  other  watchers,  however,  disagreed. 
They  stated  that  at  no  time  did  they  observe  only  one  judge  assist 
a  voter  in  the  use  of  the  machine.   They  noted  that  when  a  voter  who 
had  entered  the  machine  would  encounter  difficulty,  two  judges  would 
furnish  instruction  with  the  curtains  open  and  would  then  withdraw 
when  the  instruction  was  completed,  permitting  the  voter  to  cast  his 
vote  outside  of  their  presence  and  with  the  curtains  closed.   They 
noted,  however,  that  during  this  instruction  the  judges  would  point 
to  the  Democratic  lever.  These  watchers  had  no  additional  irregular- 
ities to  report. 

Ward  25  -  Precinct  16.   A  watcher's  report  alleged  that  voters 

received  assistance  who  were  not  entitled 
to  such  assistance.   We  examined  the  records  for  this  precinct  and 
interviewed  a  number  of  the  voters  who  had  completed  assistance 
affidavits.   Each  of  the  voters  interviewed  was  physically  disabled 

and  entitled  to  assistance.   The  manner  in  which  they  were  assisted 
appeared  proper. 
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Ward  25  -  Precinct  25.    A  watcher,  whom  we  have  interviewed,  stated 

that  approximately  twenty  percent  of  the 
voters  were  assisted  by  one  rather  than  two  of  the  judges.   The 
remainder  of  the  time  assistance  was  furnished  by  two  of  the  judges 
as  the  law  requires.   The  judges  followed  the  proper  procedures  when 
they  were  informed  of  them  by  the  watcher. 

Ward  25  -  Precinct  42.   A  number  of  voters,  it  was  alleged,  received 

assistance  without  completing  the  required 
assistance  affidavit.   The  watcher  noted  that  only  one  judge  had 
furnished  this  assistance  rather  than  two  as  required  by  law,  until 
this  omission  was  pointed  out  by  the  watcher.   Thereafter  proper 
procedure  was  followed. 

Ward  29  -  Precinct  42.   A  watcher  stated  that  two  of  the  judges  had 

been  entering  the  machine  to  assist  voters 
and  would  remain  until  the  vote  had  been  cast.   When  objection  was 
made  this  practice  stopped  and  the  proper  procedures  were  thereafter 
observed. 

Ward  39  -  Precinct  14.   The  watchers  stated  that  one  of  the  judges, 

whose  job  it  was  to  supervise  the  voting 
machine,  on  several  occasions  had  entered  the  machine  after  the  cur- 
tains had  been  closed  by  the  voter  and  would  remain  present,  with 
the  curtains  closed,  while  the  vote  was  cast.   On  at  least  three  to 
five  occasions,  it  was  said,  the  judge  pulled  the  lever  for  the  voter. 
The  voters  themselves  were  illiterate,  the  watcher  said,  but  assistance 
affidavits  were  not  prepared.   No  instruction  was  given  by  the  judges 
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on  the  voting  machine  model.   When  the  watcher  objected  to  the  fore- 
going procedure,  the  judge  permitted  the  watcher  to  be  present  while 
voters  were  assisted.   It  was  also  asserted  that  the  precinct  captain 
was  soliciting  votes  within  the  polling  place. 

We  interviewed  four  of  the  judges,  including  the  judge 
who  had  been  assisting  the  voters.  This  judge  denied  the  allegations 
of  the  watchers.   She  stated  that  she  had  received  affidavits  from 
those  persons  who  were  furnished  assistance  and  that  the  assistance 
was  properly  given.   We  then  interviewed  four  of  the  five  persons 
whom  our  record  examination  indicated  had  completed  assisted  voter 
affidavits.   These  voters  were,  in  fact,  physically  incapacitated  and 
therefore  entitled  to  assistance.   One  voter  stated  however,  that  only 
one  judge  furnished  the  assistance. 

Ward  39  -  Precinct  25.   The  watchers  alleged  that  a  substantial  number 

of  persons  who  were  elderly  but  neither  physi- 
cally incapacitated  nor  illiterate  were  assisted  in  voting.   In  many 
cases,  it  was  said,  the  required  affidavits  were  not  completed.   The 
assistance,  it  was  said,  was  furnished  by  one  rather  than  two  judges. 
We  have  interviewed  the  watchers,  the  judges  and  voters.   Our  investi- 
gation discloses  that  a  number  of  voters  were  assisted  who  were  not 
required  to  complete  the  Form  2  affidavits  and  that  in  some  cases  this 
assistance  was  furnished  by  one  rather  than  two  judges.   The  voters 
themselves  were  elderly  and  in  some  cases  feeble,  but  some  of  those 
assisted  were  neither  illiterate  nor  physically  incapacitated. 


-15- 


Ward  42  -  Precinct  39.    A  watcher's  report  stated  that,  until 

objection  was  made,  voters  had  been  assisted 
who  had  not  completed  the  required  affidavits. 

Ward  42  -  Precinct  30.   A  watcher's  report  stated  that  physically 

disabled  voters  were  assisted  by  the  judges 
even  though  they  had  not  completed  the  required  affidavits.  No  com- 
plaint was  made  about  the  manner  in  which  the  assistance  was  given. 

Ward  48  -  Precinct  14.   A  watcher's  report  stated  that  one  rather 

than  two  of  the  judges  was  assisting  voters 
in  the  use  of  the  machine.   The  report  noted  that  an  attempt  was  made 
to  conform  to  the  proper  procedures  when  an  objection  was  made  by 
the  watcher. 

Ward  48  -  Precinct  42.   A  watcher's  report  noted  that,  on  several 

occasions,  one  rather  than  two  judges  had 
assisted  voters  in  the  use  of  the  machine. 

Ward  49  -  Precinct  2.    The  mother  of  one  of  the  judges  was  assisted 

by  that  judge  without  completing  an  assisted 
voter's  affidavit.   On  another  occasion,  the  husband  of  a  voter  was 
permitted  to  enter  the  paper  ballot  booth,  although  not  the  voting 
machine,  with  his  wife,  and  remained  while  the  wife's  vote  was  cast. 

Ward  50  -  Precinct  72.   The  United  States  Attorney's  Office  had  for- 
warded to  us  a  complaint  that  a  precinct  cap- 
tain was  assisting  voters  in  casting  their  ballots.   We  have  been 
unable  to  locate  the  person  who  had  made  this  complaint. 
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IV.        IMPROPER  INSTRUCTION. 


It  was  alleged  that  the  voters  in  the  following  precincts 
were  not  properly  instructed  in  the  use  of  the  voting  machine  or  in 
casting  the  paper  ballots.   Allegations  were  made  that  instruction 
was  given  which  was  biased  toward  one  party  or  candidate;  that  no 
instruction  was  offered  until  after  a  voter  had  entered  the  machine; 
that  the  method  of  splitting  a  ballot  was  not  demonstrated;  that 
instruction  was  given  on  the  machine  rather  than  on  the  model;  or 
that  voters  who  encountered  difficulty  after  entering  the  machine  were 
instructed  by  one  rather  than  by  two  judges  who  often  remained  present 
while  the  vote  was  cast.   Our  investigation  of  these  allegations  was 
conducted  in  the  following  manner: 

(1)  We  reviewed  the  watchers'  reports  to  determine  whether 
the  allegations  were  sufficient  to  warrant  action.  If  the  allegations 
were  sufficient,  we  then  interviewed  the  watchers. 

(2)  If  the  information  furnished  by  the  watchers  warranted 
further  action,  we  then  examined  the  precinct  records.   Our  record 
examination  disclosed  the  names  and  addresses  of  the  election  judges, 
the  challengers  and  police  officers. 

(3)  We  then  interviewed  the  judges,  voters  and  watchers 
to  determine  the  manner  in  which  instruction  was  given. 

A.         In  the  following  precincts  watchers  reported  that  after 

instructing  voters  on  the  machine  rather  than  on  the 
model  the  judges  remained  present  while  the  vote  was  cast: 
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Ward  2  -  Precinct  42.    A  watcher's  report  stated  that  voters  were 

instructed  on  the  machine  rather  than  on  the 
model  and  that  sixty  persons  cast  their  vote  in  the  presence  of  the 
judges  while  the  curtains  remained  open.   When  interviewed,  the 
watcher  stated  that  if  voters  requested  aid,  a  judge  would  ask  for 
whom  the  voter  wished  to  vote  and  would  then  point  to  the  appropriate 
lever,  remaining  present  while  the  vote  was  cast  with  the  machine 
curtains  open.   On  two  occasions,  the  watcher  said,  a  judge  pulled  a 
lever  for  the  voter.   Pour  of  the  five  judges  and  several  voters  were 
then  interviewed.   The  judges  denied  entering  the  voting  machine 
compartment  with  the  voters.   The  voters  stated  that  instruction  was 
given  on  the  machine,  but  denied  that  any  of  the  judges  remained 
present  while  the  vote  was  cast. 

Ward  2  -  Precinct  51.    Watchers'  reports  alleged  that  all  instruc- 
tion was  given  on  the  machine  rather  than  on 
the  model  and  that  one  of  the  judges  would  point  out  the  lever  which 
the  voter  was  to  pull  and  remain  present,  with  the  machine  curtains 
open,  while  the  vote  was  cast.   When  interviewed,  the  watchers  stated 
that  the  model  was  rarely  used.   Voters,  the  watcher  noted,  "were 
asked  how  they  wanted  to  vote,  Democratic  or  Republican,  and  every- 
body said  Democratic  and  pulled  this  lever."  The  principal  complaint 

made  was  that  the  instructions  furnished  emphasized  straight  rather 
than  split  ticket  voting. 
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Ward  25  -  Precinct  10.   A  watcher,  when  interviewed,  reported  that 

during  the  first  hour  of  voting  one  judge 
instructed  voters  on  the  machine  rather  than  on  the  model  and 
remained  with  the  voter  while  the  machine  levers  were  pulled.   Our 
investigation  disclosed  that  seventy-three  assisted  voter  affidavits 
were  completed.   We  have  interviewed  the  judges  and  voters.   The 
judges,  on  occasion,  had  pulled  the  levers  for  voters  who  were  neither 
illiterate  nor  physically  incapacitated.   The  persons  receiving  this 
type  of  aid  were  largely  elderly  people  who  encountered  difficulty 
in  understanding  the  machine. 

B.         In  the  following  precincts,  watchers  reported  that  the 
instruction  furnished  by  the  judges  had  favored  one  or 
more  of  the  candidates  or  political  parties: 

WARD  PRECINCT 

2  33 

4  75 

6  64 

37  12 

43  15 
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C.         In  the  following  precincts  it  was  alleged  that  instruction 
was  furnished  on  the  voting  machine  rather  than  on  the 


model : 


WARD  PRECINCT 

1  11 

1  40 

2  1 
2  27 
2  40 
2  47 
5  5 

24  22 

24  43 


24 


27 
42 
44 


53 


24  63 

25  1 
27                      30 


31 
17 
65 
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p.         In  the  following  precincts,  it  was  alleged  that  the  judges 

instructed  the  voters  in  their  native  tongue  which  the 
watchers  were  unable  to  understand: 

WARD  PRECINCT 


1 

25 
26 
26 
27 
29 
42 


16 

4 
12 

23 
38 

35 
49 


E.         In  the  following  precincts,  it  was  alleged  that,  when 

instructing  voters  in  the  use  of  the  machine,  the  judges 
failed  to  explain  the  method  of  splitting  a  ticket: 


WARD 

PRECINCT 
8 

WARD 
2 

PRECINCT 

2 

64 

2 

19 

3 

94 

2 

20 

4 

8 

2 

30 

4 

82 

2 

39 

9 

66 

2 

53 

20 

20 

2 

54 

24 

3 

2 

63 

44 

30 
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p.         Reports  relating  to  the  following  precincts  enumerated  a 

number  of  instances  in  which  proper  procedures  in  instructinj 
voters  were  not  observed.   These  precincts  are: 

WARD  PRECINCT 

2  41 

37  27 

42  34 

43  24 

44  8 
44  14 
44  34 
46  10 
48  35 

G.         In  the  following  precincts  the  voters  were  instructed 
by  persons  other  than  judges: 

Ward  20  -  Precinct  53.   A  watcher,  when  interviewed,  stated  that  a 

precinct  captain  instructed  voters  in  the  use 
of  the  machine,  sometimes  alone  and  sometimes  with  a  judge.   This 
Instruction  was  given  on  the  machine  itself  rather  than  on  the  model. 
On  occasion  the  precinct  captain  or  one  of  the  judges  would  instruct 
a  voter  on  the  machine  with  the  curtains  closed,  the  watcher  said. 
When  aiding  the  voters,  it  was  said,  the  precinct  captain  would  "tell 
them  to  vote  for  the  party  of  their  choice,  but  she  would  indicate 
with  her  fingers." 
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Ward  44  -  Precinct  32.   A  watcher,  when  interviewed,  stated  that  a 

precinct  captain  had  been  operating  the 
voting  machine  button  and  had  been  instructing  voters  on  the  model 
machine  until  objection  was  made  by  the  watcher.   This  practice  then 
ceased.   Thereafter,  it  appeared  that  the  proper  procedures  were 
followed.   The  instructions  furnished  by  the  judges,  the  watcher  noted, 
were  proper.   The  watcher  stated  that:   "There  were  rush  times  when 
one  ticket  was  not  completely  explained  and  had  the  judge  been  doing 
that  they  might  have  done  slightly  better  but  there  was  nothing 
prejudicial  insofar  as  the  party  was  concerned.   She  simply  left 
it  off." 
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V.   Electioneering . 

Reports  of  watchers  stated  that  electioneering  by  precinct 
workers  had  occurred  either  within  the  polling  place  or  within 
one  hundred  feet  of  its  entrance.   This  activity  involved  either 
personal  solicitation  by  party  workers  or  the  presence  of  advertise 
ments : 


Ward 

Precinct 

1 

13 

2 

36 

2 

38 

2 

57 

4 

9 

4 

50 

6 

8 

6 

17 

17 

40 

20 

50 

20 

51 

24 

41 

24 

41 

26 

14 

29 

3 

29 

47 

39 

13 

39 

26 

41 

106 

42 

51 

42 

60 

44 

9 

50 

52 

50 

95 

-24- 


We  have  received  information  alleging  the  occurrence  of 
various  irregularities  in  the  following  precincts. 

The  activities  noted  include  the  failure  of  the  Judges 
to  compare  signatures  on  voters  application  cards  with  those  on 
registration  cards  in  the  binder;   improper  procedure  in  canvass- 
ing the  vote;   discrepancies  between  the  number  of  applications 
received  and  the  number  of  votes  recorded;   the  failure  to  ade- 
quately canvass  the  precincts  following  registration  day  and  prior 
to  the  election;   the  presence  of  duplicate  registration  cards  in 
the  precinct  binder.   A  number  of  reports  have  alleged  that  the 
Polling  Place  provided  was  inadequate  in  size.   Other  reports  that 
we  have  received  disclose  that  no  irregularities  occurred  during 
the  election. 

I .   Signature  Comparison. 

Reports  of  poll  watchers  in  the  following  precincts  alleged 
that  the  Judges  did  not  adequately  compare  signatures  on  voters 
application  cards  with  those  on  registration  cards  in  the  binder: 


Ward 

Precinct 

2 

56 

3 

14 

4 

4 

19 

80 

26 

25 

27 

24 

27 

45 

47 

29 

47 

86 
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The  Judges  in  many  instances,  stated  that  they  knew  the  voters. 

II .   Improper  Procedure  During  Vote  Count. 

Reports  of  watchers  asserted  that  the  proper  procedures  were 
not  observed  in  computing  and  recording  the  vote  count. 

Ward  24  -  Precinct  61.    It  was  alleged  that  the  Judges  used  dummy 

tally  sheets  in  recording  the  vote  from 
the  machine.   The  watcher  stated  that  "I  believe  that  all  of  this 
was  done  accurately".    Our  examination  disclosed  that  there  was 
no  significant  miscount  in  this  precinct. 

Ward  29  -  Precinct  16.    It  was  alleged  that  as  the  vote  was  called 

from  the  machine,  only  one  tally  sheet  was 
marked.   The  other  tally  sheet  was  then  copied  from  the  first.   The 
watcher  noted  that  this  procedure  was  followed  because  the  Judges 
had  difficulty  in  reading  the  vote  from  the  machine.   The  watcher 
stated  that  the  vote  was  correctly  recorded.   Our  examination  in- 
dicates that  there  was  no  miscount. 

Ward  43  -  Precinct  57 .    It  was  alleged  that  the  Judges  were  in- 
cluding in  their  computation  of  the  vote, 
proposition  ballots  marked  "yes"  and  "no"  rather  than  with  "X's". 
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Ward  44  -  Precinct  52.     A  watcher  alleged  that  proposition 

ballots  marked  with  a  check  rather  than 
with  an  X  were  counted  by  the  Judges  in  computing  the  vote. 

III.   Overcasts. 


A.   Reports  of  watchers  asserted  that  at  various  times 
during  the  day  the  voting  machine  appeared  to  have  recorded  more 
votes  than  there  had  been  applications  received.   In  some  instan- 
ces this  appeared  to  have  been  due  to  mechanical  difficulties  with 
the  machine  and  in  other  instances,  to  the  failure  of  the  Judges 
to  observe  the  proper  procedures  in  supervising  the  voting. 

Ward        Precinct 


2 

43 

5 

44 

24 

39 

33 

49 

48 

78 

B.   In  the  following  precincts,  we  were  informed,  the  total 
vote  recorded  on  the  Judges  tally  sheet  for  one  or  more  candidates 
exceeded  the  number  of  applications  to  vote  as  stated  on  the  Judges 
tally  sheet.   This  discrepancy  suggested  that  there  was  either  an 
overcast  or  an  overcount  of  votes  for  these  candidates.   Our 
investigation  disclosed  that  in  some  instances  there  was  no  dis- 
crepancy between  the  application  received  and  the  vote  recorded. 
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In  other  instances  the  Judges  had  made  errors  in  recording  the 
vote  for  from  one  to  three  of  the  candidates . 


Ward 

Precinct 

13 

85 

17 

15 

19 

138 

20 

33 

24 

47 

26 

31 

29 

21 

29 

53 
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IV.   Improper  Precinct  Canvass. 

Reports  of  watchers  present  in  the  following  precincts 
noted  various  irregularities,  a  number  of  which  related  to  the 
canvass  which  preceded  the  November  8th  Election.   The  complaints 
included  the  removal  of  registration  cards  from  the  binder  of 
persons  who  continued  to  reside  inthe  precinct;   the  presence  of 
cards  in  the  binder  for  persons  not  listed  on  the  printed  pre- 
cinct register;   and  the  presence  in  the  binder  of  registration 
cards  for  persons  who  had  moved  from  the  precinct.  These  irregu- 
larities, it  was  said,  were  often  due  to  the  failure  of  those 
who  conducted  the  precinct  canvas  following  registration  day  in 
October  of  1960  to  accurately  note  in  their  verification  book 
those  persons  who  resided  in  the  precinct  and  those  who  had  moved 
elsewhere . 


Ward 

Precinct 

2 

35 

4 

15 

4 

46 

5 

54 

7 

24 

6 

44 

7 

54 

7 

87 

8 

35 

10 

35 

9 

82 

13 

36 

15 

52 

1 

5 

4 

68 

30 

55 

43 

34 

49 

17 

43 

42 

4 

43 

24 

40 

42 

5-     28 

V.   Duplicate  Registration  Cards 

Reports  of  watchers  for  the  following  precincts  alleged 
that  a  number  of  voters  appeared  to  have  more  than  one  registra^ 
tion  card  in  the  precinct  binder: 

Ward  Precinct 

42  16 
Five  Duplicate  Cards. 

43  5 

Twenty -five  duplicate  cards. 

48  23 

Two  duplicate  cards. 
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VI.  Irregular  Procedure  in  Supervising  the  Polling  Place. 
Reports  of  watchers  who  were  present  in  the  following 
precincts  contained  allegations  that  the  judges  omitted  certain 
of  the  procedures  required  to  be  followed  in  operating  the 
polling  place.  This  included  acts  such  as  the  preinitialing  of 
ballots,  the  failure  to  post  a  sample  ballot,  or  permitting  the 
voter  to  deposit  his  own  ballot  in  the  ballot  box. 

WARD        PRECINCT       WARD       PRECINCT 
1  26  42  31 

5  42  44  7 

17  32  44  42 


26 
38 


VII. 


PRECINCT 

WARD 

26 

42 

42 

44 

32 

44 

16 

44 

64 

46 

12 

46 

Polling 

Place. 

53 

1 


39  12  46  32 


Watchers'  reports  relating  to  the  following  precincts 
complained  of  inadequate  facilities  in  the  polling  place  as 
well  as  of  the  inadequate  size  of  the  quarters  provided. 


WARD        PRECINCT       WARD 
1  44 


PRECINCT 
44  64 


2 


9  48 


23 


30  42 

39  9 


^9  13 
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VIII .      Precincts  In  Which  No  Irregularities  Were  Observed. 

We  have  received  from  political  and  civic  organizations 
watchers'  reports  relating  to  the  following  precincts.   Each  of 
the  reports  have  been  examined  and  reviewed.   These  reports  did 
not  allege  any  irregularities  during  the  election. 


WARD 

PRECINCT 
24 

WARD 
9 

PRECINCT 

1 

21 

1 

27 

17 

1 

1 

47 

20 

8 

1 

51 

20 

58 

1 

53 

24 

2 

1 

52 

24 

4 

2 

2 

24 

7 

2 

5 

24 

8 

2 

7 

24 

9 

2 

10 

24 

14 

2 

11 

24 

17 

2 

16 

24 

27 

2 

21 

24 

37 

2 

45 

24 

40 

2 

46 

24 

45 

2 

49 

27 

49 

2 

55 

27 

53 

2 

59 

29 

11 

2 

61 

39 

11 

3 

2 

40 

11 

4 

5 

42 

12 

4 

29 

42 

36 

4 

26 

43 

11 

4 

37 

43 

43 

4 

49 

44 

11 

4 

56 

47 

33 

4 

62 

47 

35 

4 

66 

47 

42 

4 

71 

47 

69 

5 

6 

47 

79 

5 

16 

48 

24 

5 

17 

48 

30 

5 

36 

48 

40 

6 

31 

49 

34 
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